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MR, HAFLEY'S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE ON THE GODHEAD 


Proposition to be affirmed: 





















7 The Scriptures teach that there 


are three separate and distinct persons: in the 
Godhead ;namely, the Fathe X; : 


the Son, and the Holy Spirit. 





tditor's Note: The reader is reminded that slides Shown and used by both debaters 

SOTT are located after the final speech on page 138, It will be very help- 
to the reader in following bath speakers if they continually refer to 
these glides. a | 


Gentlemen moderators, Mr, Ferguson, brothers and sisters in Christ, and ladies and 
gi tlemen: 


ant to assure you that it is a distinct privile 


ge to have this opportunity to address 
ny of you whom I count as my friends conce 


rning the proposition which is before 
he facilities and of Mr, Fergusan's 


: Now tonight I want to as the affirmative to define the Proposition, 
teach that there are three se 


parate and distinct persons in the Godhead;namely, the 
Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit. Of course, by the Scriptures I mean the Bible, 
66 books, both the Old and New Testament, By the term "teach" I mean to im- 
art, to convey the {dea, to instruct, as in Neh. 9:20, "Thou gavest thy good Spirit 
instruct them, " By the term three I mean the numerical number after two and be- 
ior four, By the terms Separate and distinct I mean by the term "separate" that which 
distinct and the term "distinct" that which is Separate, They are defined in’ the 
‘Oposition, the terms separate and distinct defining one and the other, By the term 
erson" I mean rational, self conscious beings, By the Godhead I mean the Deity or 
inity as in Col. 2 and verse 9 that in Christ dwells all the fulness of the Godhead 
dily, Further in Romans one and verse 20 in the American Standard version we 
e the definition there set forth for us as "Bis eternal power and Divinity" (or the 
dhead"' the King James states)is set before us. In Acts 17:29, ''We ought not to 
ne, is like unto gold silver oy stone gra- 


k that the Godhead, or that which is Divi 

by art and man's device. And so by the Godhead | mean Deity, the essence or 

stance of Deity. The terms Father, Son and Holy Spirit are the designations of | 
ther in the discussion. 


se three persons of which we shall speak fur 


The Scriptures 








But before we begin in chart 1 
t Lhave for my friend Mr. 
flerence between us. 

20. and 22 does Jesus 


umber Q1 I want us to notice 
Ferguson, and that we might 
In question number one I have aske 
pray that believers may become o 
v not all questions can be answered either with a yes o 
ir; simple and succinct qeustion and one that needs no 
‘Lord prayed that His disciples might become one, 
R pray jn John 17:20 that believers 


please some questions 
Clearly focus the issues of 
d Mr Ferguson, "In John 

né person, one individual ?'' 
Fano, but this is a very 
hedging or dodging at all, 
and I want ta know, "Does 
might become one person?" That's a simple 
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question and a si 
question. Second 
men, two separa 
the question is S 
at least that man 
Just a yes or a n 


us, Thirdly, "Did Jesus 


require, but in the 3rd question I want to know if Jesus used | 
four, "In Hebrews 5:4 and 5 did Aaron make 


mple answer will suffice. And we wa 
ut. 19:15 


» does 


ly, in De 
te and distinct Persons, 
imple, Does Deut, 19:15 
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nt our friend ta answer that 


Deut, 19:15 rather, require at least two 
to establish iniquity against another 7'Now 
require two separate and distinct persons, 


y, to establish iniquity against another ? That's 


Oo. Does it or doesn't it? We want our friend Mr 


° separate questions. I want to know in question 


a simple question. 
- Ferguson to tell 


use Deut. 19:15 to refer to two Persons in John 8:16-18? 


two, what does Deut, 


priest?" Now that's a Simple question, Either he did or he didn't, "Did Aaron make 


himself to be a high priest?" Fifthly, was Christ made an hig 


Either He was or He wasn't. Which was it? We hope our friend, Mr, Ferguson, will 
tell us just which one it was, which one it was, 


Mr. Ferguson, define Or explain the te rms 


yes or no. Sixth, 


‘flesh’, ‘person', and 'son! 


hrist. Just simple definitions, be brief. I don't want you to take 


your time defining. Just be brief if you will, Seven. "Who was left on the Cross af. 


ter Jesus said, 'M 


or the Son?" Now Which was it? Eighth, : 
"a body hast thou Prepared me" Now I want to k 


5 the Bible says 


"thou" in Heb. 10; 


y God, my God why hast thou forsaken me?'? ue 


and finally last of all, 


"thou" is, and then I want to know who is the "me" in Heb, 10:5, 


'Was it the Father 
In Hebrews 10 and 
now who is the 


me." Now I want to know who 


Please identify 


Simple questions and surely simple answers would suffice to it, | 
Plase with you Chart number |. First of 


Now that we might proceed let me notice 
ladies and gentlemen, let us notice what is the 


all this evening, 
What are we disc 


verse 4, "Hear O 
6 sayš, "I am the 
note that please. 


are one, They ar 


Ussing? Now this is rea 


lly not an irrelevent cha 
do not understand what 
gentlemen, is there one 


issue of difference ? 
rt, an “irrelevent 
we're here debat. 
God? Deut. 6 and 


(or one God.) And Isa, 44; 


first and the last and besides me there iS no" God, '' Now you just: 


S are there, There is 
then I will be Willing to 
- We're not discussing are 


God and Christ one. 


hn 10 verse 30 where the Lord said, "I and my Father are one," 
That's not the issue of difference, We're 
e. We're not discussing that. Thirdly, Is Jesus 


not debating whether or 


not God and Christ 
the fulness of the 


ee At Re 


lame meg 


OTTER cence ee ere ee 
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head. But then further let me proceed now remembering that | discussed and defin- 
ed the word "person" as rational, self conscious beings. That's what I mean by the 
term person. Now in chart no. 2 let us notice that the Father is a rational, self con- 
Scious being, First of all I note that He is because the Bible shows as in Matt. 7 anq 
verse 2] that the Father has a will, Jesus mentioned those that do the will of the 
Father. I know that the Father has business, "I must be about my Father's business! 
I know that the Father knows of that day and of that hour. (Mark 13:32) My Father wor. 
keth hitherto and I work, (John 5:17) "God so loved the world that He gave His only 
begotten Son. " The Father loved. He Speaks, (Matt, 3:17) He sees. (Matt. 6) He seeth 
in secret the one Praying, and Will reward them openly. Now these are attributes of 
a rational, self conscious being. And I maintain that that ig the definition of a person, 
and thus the Father fits all the description and defini tion of what a person is, 


Thirdly in chart number 3 let us notice that the Son is also a Person. He has a will, 
"I will be thou Clean, ", said the Lord. Now get this please, The Father's will is not 
the Same as the Son's will. "For even Christ pleased not Himself," (Rom. 15:3) Jesus 
Said in John 6:38, "I came down from heaven not to do mine own will but the will of 
the Father that sent me." So there were two wills involved, The will of the Son and 
the will of the Father, And thus we See that the Son has the attributes and the Charac. 
teristics of a person. And the Son suffered for us. (I Pet. 2:21) He loved us. Loved us 
"as Christ loved us. '' The Bible Says we ought to walk in love as Christ loved us!'(Eph, 
9:2) Christ loved the church, (Eph, 5:25) He works as does the Father. (John 5:17) He 
was grieved as was shown by the fact that he wept. (John 11) He had anger, had the 


temperment of an angry look. "He looked about on them in anger, "(Mark 3:5) | 








Now a person is a rational, self conscious being. The Father has the attributes of 
a person, and the Son had the a tributes of qa Person, 


26) He will teach you. (John 14:26) The good Spirit instructed them. (Neh, 9:20) In Jahn 
14:26, the Bible Says, "He will bring to your remembrance, '' In John 16:13, He guided 


them into all truth. In John 16:13, He showed them things to come.In John 16:13 He 
Was going to speak what He heard, And further, the Spirit leads, (Matt. 4:1) Jesus was 


commands in Acts 13:2, "Separate me Barnabus and Saul. The Holy Spirit has a will, 
(I Cor. 12:1 1) He divided the spiritual gifts severally to every man as He wills, ( I 
Cor. 12:11) He justifies. We are justified in the Spirit of our God. (I Cor. 6;11) The 
Holy Spirit decides in Acts 15:28, James said it seemed good to the Holy Spirit and 
us, 


Now what's my point in all these passages, Simply to show that a person is one 
possessed with the attributes of being a rational self conscious being and the Holy 
Spirit has the attributes of a përson, 
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isted, (Acts 7:51) He can be lied to. He glorifies, Jesus said, "He shall glorify me"! 
(John 16:14) And He. shall reprove, Notice the personal pronouns, He shall reprove 
the world of sin. (John .16:8) That's what Jesus said of the Holy Spirit. Now the Holy 
Spirit is also God or Deity. In Acts 5:3, Paeter said, 'Ananias why has satan fill- 


then in verse 9 we learn.. . Peter said how is it that ye have agreed together to | 
tempt the Spirit of the Lord?" The Spirit of the Lord in verse 9 of Acts 5 is the ih 


Holy Spirit (Acts 5:3) or Deity, Acts 5, verse 4, So these are attributes of a person 
that is Deity.. 


But then further let us proceed and make some further observations in our dis- 
cussion tonight of the issue and the subject thit is before us, i | 


‘descending like a dove and a voice from heaven Saying, This is my beloved son, 't t, 
And so there is a voice from heaven, and there is Jesus in the water, and the Holy — | 
Spirit in bodily shape as Lu. 3:22 said as'a dove descending upon Him. And Matt. 28; po 





Jesus said, "Whom the Father will send in my name. '' Now notice "the Holy Spirit 
‘whom the Father will send in my name. '' In John 20:21, 22 Jesus said, "My Father 
hath sent me... receive ye the Holy Ghost. '! Jesus Speaking, His father sent Him, | 
"receive ye the Holy Spirit. ' In Acts 1:4 to 5 He told the apostles to wait in the city 

of Jerusalem until ye receive power from on high or'tintil ye receive the promise 

of the Father which, saith He, ye have heard of me. "(That is me, Jesus)" And ye 
shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost not many days hence." And so three are mention- 
ed, 


mea metata mmmn. 


In II Cor. 13:14 we read of the ‘grace of Christ, the love of God, and the communion 
of the Holy Spirit. ' Now here we have three different separate and distinct ones men. 
tioned. in II Cor, 13:14. Now that shows th're Separate and distinct. In Eph. 2:18 
"through Him that is Christ, "we have access by one Spirit unto the Father. '' So 


then through Christ we have access by one Spirit unto the Father. 








tioned. There's not anything like this in all the Bible where that it looks like two or 
three are mentioned like that, but in realitý it's only one person. There's no parall- 
el in all the Word of God, where that you have just one person in a parallel like unto 
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In I Peter 1:2 we read about'the foreknowledge of God, the Sanctification of the 


Spirit and the sprinkling of the blood of Jesusyand so here's where three are men- 
tioned, 


Lord God and Adam and his wife hid themselves from the presence of the Lord God, 
‘Now.-notice. in Gen. 3 and verse 8, they heard God's voice, and the text Says they 
hid themselves from the voice? No! From the presence of the Lord God. secondly 
on the: mount of transfiguration God's voice indicated God's presence, Remember 
when Jesus' countenance was changed and remember when the Lord Spake from 
heaven, ''This is my beloved Son in whom Iam well pleased. Hear ye Him?" Now 
that indicated God's presence. In II Peter 1:17, Peter Said in referring to this, "For 
He received from God the Father honor and glory when there came ‘such a voice to 
him from the excellent glory Saying this is my beloved Son in whom I am well 
pleased. " Now notice Peter said that it was from God the Father. We just read of 
4 voice speaking in Matt. 3:17. Again the voice indicated the Presence of God the 
Father, Now there is a direct parallel to the baptism of Jesus, The voice showed 
the Father's presence, The Father in heaven, Jesus in the water, and the Holy 
Spirit in bodily shape like a dove. (Lk, 3:22)descending and remaining upon Him. 
And there are three, They are not three gods, There's one Deity, on Divinity; 

but there are three persons in the Godhead. And here, ladies and gentlemen, do 


Further, let us notice please in chart number 64, Let's turn to I Timothy 2 and 
verse 5, The Bible said, "For there is one God and one mediator between God and 
man, the man Christ Jesus, !! Now a mediator is one who mediates between two 
parties with a view to producing peace. A mediator-is one, Says Thayer who"inter. 
venes between two. Thus we have in I Tim. 2:5 God, Christ and man. We have one 
D éity and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus, Now note. 
Gal, 3:20 says, "A mediator is nota mediator of one.., " He goes between these two 
parties, Now notice that please, We have Christ mediating between man and God, 
Now then just remember this that Christ is now our intercessor. (I John 2:1) Christ 
is now our advocate. We cannot Say that it is only the man that is the mediator. We 


please, that we have a distinction. We have them separate. Christ mediating between 
God and men. We have them Separate as to persons. 


Finally or further in chart number 6l, in chart no. 6l, please; let us notice that 
we have here two witnesses, I'm going to read John 8 verses 16 to 18, Jesus Said, 
"For I am not alone, but I and the Father that sent me. It is also written in your 
law that the testimony of two men is true. Iam one that bear witness of myself, 
and the Father that sent me beareth witness of me." Now Jesus quoted and referred 
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to a passage that required two persons. That's Deut. 19:15, We've asked our frit 
a question about that. And Jesus took this passage and said that it required twor 
two persons. And he applied it to Himself and the Father that sent Him, Now if th 
does not refer to two persons then Jesus misapplied Scripture because now notic 
Jesus said, 'I am not alone, '' Wonder what men say? Jesus said, "I am not alone 
Now it is written, He said, "In you law that the testimony of two men is true, " We 
the answer to that is in Deut. 19:15, Jesus said, "I am one that bear witness of my 
self and the Father that sent me beareth witness of me," Now is that one or is thä 
two? We asked some questions along that line again. E 


Now let's go back to Q1 please. Let's go back to Ql and let us notice that in t} 
questions 2 and 3 we have asked doẹs Deut, 19:15 require at least 2 persons, 2 me 
2 séparate distinct persons to establish iniquity against another. Now I want to 

know if that requires two in that passage. Jesus inferred that it did. And thén in: 


question 3, I've asked, "Did Jesus use: Deut. 19:15 to refer to two persons in John 
8:16-18?" i R 





Now then further let us proceed, Hom this, I maintain at least two are here. ` 
have shown there are three and each is a person. This is two persons at least th: 
are here. | | i 


Further let's note chart no. 66. In chart no. 66 turn in your Bibles to Hebrews,! 
verses l to 10. There the Bible says, 'And no man taken this honor" that is being 
made a high priest, ''and no man taketh this honor unto himself but he that is calle 
of God.as was Aaron. So also Christ glorified not Himself to be made an high prie 
Now notice point no. 1.''No man maketh himself high priest. '' No man taketh this 
or unto himself. Secondly, God made men high priests as He did Aaron. So also; 
that is, in like manner, Christ glorified not Himself to besmade an high priest. Bu 
wait a minute! If He's the only person then He did glorify Himself, then He did-1 
Himself high priest. Now notice, 'So also Christ was made high priest as Aaron w 
made high priest. "So also", And I aked my opponent a question along this line. I 
want to know if he agrees. Now notice please. Christ glorified not Himself to be 
made a high priest, If He didn't glorify Himself, who glorified Him? Mr. Fergus 
who glorified Him? If He did not glorify Himself who did it? IfHe glorified Himse 
and He'd have to if there's only one person, the Hebrew writer erred and misappl 
ed Scripture, and his "so also" is not true. because Aaron did not take this honor: 
himself, He was called of God. So also Christ didn't take it unto Himself. He was 
made high priest. Who made Him that way? Who made Him high. priest? Aaron th 
high priest called of God. Two persons God and Aaron. Secondly, ''So also Christ. 
glorified not H;mself." 'Thou art my Son." Called of God. Heb, 5:5 and 10. ee 


Now then John chapter 17 and verses 20 to 22. Let us notice please what the - i 
Lord said. Jesus said in John 17 and in verses 20 through 22, "Neither pray I for 
these alone but for them also which shall believe on me. through their word that ` 
they all may be one as thou Father artin me and Iin thee that they also may be 
one in us that the world may believe that thou hast sent me. And the glory which | 
thou gavest me I have given them that they may be one even as we are one.'' Now 
notice Jesus said of the ones that are converted by the truth, I want the disciples © 
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to be one. How Lord? "Even as we are one. '' Well, Jesus are you and the Father 
One person? Yes says Mr. Ferguson. There's one person, All right, Jesus was 
praying then that the disciples will be one person. He says that they may be one 
even as we are one. Now I want to know, Are Christians, are they one as God the 
Father and Jesus, the Son are one? Are they that way? Jesus prayed they might 
be. Now I want to know, I've asked him a question along that line, and I want to 
know whether or not that's true, : 


four points I noted. I believe there is one God; that Christ and God are one. I bel. 
lieve that Jesus is the fulness of the Godhead bodily, and I believe fervently that 


In charts number 2,3,4 I saw that they had the separate wills.: In chart number 
two I want us to notice again just what we showed and bring to your remembrance 
as the Father had a will and had all of these attributes of a person in chart no. 3 
we noted that the Son also had the attributes of a person. In chart no. 4 we noted 
that the Holy Spirit had the attributes of a person, 


- Now I want to know why the voice indicating the presence of God in Gen. 3:8;]I Pet, 


1:17, why it isn't true in Matt, 3. God's voice indicated God's presence. Jesus in 
the water, the Father Speaking from heaven, and the Holy Spirit in bodily shape 
like a dove. 


In chart number 64 we saw there is one God and one mediator between God and . 


men, the man Christ Jesus. Now note please that we've got God and Christ here 
Separate. We've got the Father and the Son Separate. We've got the mediator be. 
tween two parties, But you know we can't have that if they're one person, We can't 
have that. If there's one person you couldn't have a mediator between two parties, 
A mediator is one that comes between two. Well according to Mr. Ferguson there's 
just one here and then man. Well who's the mediator? If the mediator's just one 
berson, then who's the God there ? What's the God there ? 


In chart no. 61 we Showed there were two Witnesses, Jesus said, "It is written in 
your law the testimony of two men is true." And so Jesus said itis two men, Now I 
am not alone. “Oh ye you areysays Pentecostalism! You're alone because there's 
just one person, You're all y yourself, There's no other person. Jesus said, "I 
am not alone, '' Now He used a verse that meant two men, He quotéd and referred 
to a passage that required two persons, and if there were not two he misapplied 


Scripture, 
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MR. FERGUSON'S FIRST NEGATIVE ON THE GODHEAD PROPOSITION 
Proposition to be denied: 


The Scriptures teach that there are three separate and distinct persons in 
the Godhead;.namely, the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit, 


Editor's note: 
i een a 


The reader is once again reminded that it will be very helpful to read and 
compare the slides of both debaters as they are mentioned and brought up. Slides 
are in an appendix in back after page 138, 


Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, and Mr. Hafiey: 


Iam glad to be here tonight to come before you and defend the truth of New Test, 
ament Christianity against the attacks of my opponent, to uncaver from human creeds 
one of the great landmarks of the true, original apostolic, Pentecostal Church of 
Christ, a church not proven by the shingle on the door but by the doctrine in the pul, 
pit and the experience in the pew. A church that teaches what Christ taught, does 
what Christ said do, knows who Christ is and gives to Him all the glory and ascribes 
to Him all the honor and glory ascribed to Him in the 66 books of the Old and New 
Testaments, e 


I'm in the negative tonight, ladies and gentlemen, and it is going to be my respons, 
ibility to answer the affirmative arguments made . by my opponent. And I intend to do 
just that! Yes sir!!! I'm going to answer every one of his arguments.,.....Justas 
Soon as he makes one, I'm going to answer it So I'm just waiting here. o 


*Course I don't want us to get long grey beards waiting for Mr. Hafley to make an 
argument so we're going to follow him where he went when he thought he was making 
arguments. When he was attempting to defend his unscriptural, unprovable, unpente - 


costal, unapostolic doctrine of the persons in the Godhead as this great controversy 


I want slide no. 1 up there. If it don't go would you hold my time? We'll fix it up 
there. I'm going to put before you, ladies and gentlemen, what the issues are that we 
are debating here tonight. 


maintained that there ts a basic three~ness with God. That as Father loves a 
sustains and cherishes and leads and guides Hs children, That as Son He became 


flesh and dwelt among us, and as the Spirit He is not mar » is not material and 
oon PIP Me 18 not man 


notli nything that pertaj humanity as far as His spiritual nature is concern. 
ed, : | | 
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person. We have always tenant that Jesus Christ was a person, ladies and gentle- : 
men! So when he tells us the Father is a person, the Son is a person, the Holy Ghost r 
is a person he is affirming what we have always taught, 


And the issue is not whether there are distinctions. My brethren and I have al- 
-ways maintained that there are distinctions between Christ and God. That Jesus as 
/ manis not Jesus as God, that they're not the same. There's a difference between 
them. And there are other distinctions that we have always maintained. So the 
issue is not whether there are distinctions, The issue is whether thare are distinc ~ 
tions such that it indicates there are persons. Not oniy just persons but persons IN 
the GODHEAD. And I want to see it! Where is it? In the Godhead! 


Now I'm going to take up these questions here as they were given to me. (I wonder 
what time did I start, Bro. Lewis? I don't want to use up all my time. Is somebody 
keeping time on me. Maybe I didn't start yet! Lewis: You been going four minutes. ) 
Hold it if you did. 


All right. Here's the questions: 


"When Jesus was praying to the Father in the garden, was He praying that bel- 
ievers would become one person?" Why no! He wasn't praying that! Why gracious 
sakes alive! Look here there's bro. Lashley, Bro. Lewis, and myself, believers, there 
is Mr..... Ooooops, sorry! I mean believers. We're just talking about believers here! 
But of course, Mr. Hafley, I wasn't going to use that (John 17:20-22) as an affirma- 
tive verse. He might of thought I was and was going to try to block me on it here. 

But Mr. Hafley forgot to read the chapter when he came up with this one. This is 
referring to a distinction all right. And he's probably going to try to say I don't bel- 
ieve in distinctions at all. And I believe in distinctions. There is a distinction 
there, a distinction between the wills of the human: and Divine nature of Christ. And 
I want to bring some verses from the rest of the chapter. | 


Verse 1, Jesus prayed to the Father and He said, (John 17:1-3)"This is eternal 
life that they may know you, the only true God." And if He called the Father the 
only true God, what's the rest of them? The other two persons! Are they fake Gods? 
The Father is the only true God!!1!!He was praying to Himself. As man He hada 
brain, He had a complete center of self consciouness. The Bible says He increased 
in wisdom. (Luke 2:40) Hebrews 2:17 says He was made in:all things like unto the 
brethren. So He had a brain. If Mr. Hafley says Jesus as man could not commune 
with Jesus as God, he's got to get up here and affirm that Christ as man did not 
have any brains! But maybe he'll do it! I don't know all his doctrine, what he believes. 


But verse 11(John 17), Jesus said,...That talks about the believers being one. 
John 17:11. It says, "Keep them irous thy name which thou hast given me that 
they may be one as we are one.'' Well who ended up keeping the church? The book 
of Jude says "We are kept by Jesus Christ." And He is the great shepherd of the 
sheep, the arch bishop of our souls according to I Pet. 2:24;5:4. He's the bishop of 


Cas 





i 
Se ee a e m ra aaa a a 






















Mr. Ferguson's ist Godhead Negative 


our Souls, He Prayed to God and He ended up havin 
10t answer His Prayer. The Fathe 3 


‘Number 2 question, "Does Deut. 19:15 require at least tw 


tinct persons?" Well not according to Pay] it didn't. And 


o men or two Separate 
Uor!!! between the "men" OR 


I want you to notice he 
ying that he admitted that 


je ome figurative interpretation 
it would make God a man! And the Bible says, !'God is not a man that He should 
--'' But I want you to notice di 


men, II Cor. the 13th Chapter 


pervert the Bible??? 
ay my opponent wants to get 
here. It's either two men, 
be it was two natures!!! 


Then going down (in question 3) he said, "Did Jesus refer to two persons?" No, af 
li (in John 8: two persons, Now he said’ will read SOM, 
8. He left out Part of it. Letts read J 3: . 
, 1 ord of God (oN 
t Written, And Jesus said, » because fe 
™ not alone, but I and the Father that s ' There's a distinction there, You ("42 
't make judgment without the Father, Was that refe tring to His God. | ye" 
in the Godhead not able d judgment? And needed the cee IN 
re "alone! cording to Bauer's Lexicon, In what é 
He without power? 


way ~ 44/0 
? As God or as man? This is a distinction between the human 
Divine natures of Chr See proved is 


persons in the Godhead! 
| distinction between We have always recognized a distinction be. 
| the natures, ; . i 


» ladies and g 


ist. What] want to 
the natures! 


en number 4 question. He went on. "In Hebrews 5:4 | 
high priest?) No, i 


high priest, But there is 
» a distinction between 
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And so number six. ‘Would you please define the term flesh...{raises his hands 
up) Here itis? You want a closer look at it?, "person"? A person is a self existent, 
self subsistent individual with rational, self conscious powers. "Son" is that which 
is begotten and it indicates beginning and did God,as God,have a beginning? Why no! 
As God He always was. "From everlasting to everlasting thou art God." But as man 
He did have a beginning in Bethlehem, 7 


Number 7. Who, "What was left or who was left on the cross after Jesus said, My 
God, my God why hast thou forsken me?" Well my friend it was Jesus Christ as man, 
the Son, And I think you should get your background on these things, Mr. Hafley, That 
is quoted from the 22nd Psalm which is abundant in illustrations and references to 
the human nature of Christ! Christ as man spoke that. He said, ''Why did you leave 
me here on the cross?''And verse 10 for instance, Ps. 22:10 said, "You are my God 
from my mother's womb," Another place He said, "Into thy hands I commend my 
Spirit. '' It is the same thing the Old Testament saints said when they died. In Ps, 
31:6 and so on. And He had a human spirit. The Bible said He''groaned in: the spirit, 
He had a human soul, The Bible said, "Thou wilt not leave my soul in hell nor suff- 
er my flesh to see corruption. '' He's got a distinction there between Jesus as man and 
Jesus as God, but WHERE IS IT IN THE GODHEAD???!!!!! I'm looking for that 
moose to come in with green feathers before he brings that Scripture where it says 
there's persons in the Godhead!!!/1!!!! I don't want any monkeying around with this 
human and Divine nature stuff!!! I want to see persons IN THE GODHEAD!!11 But 
| I guess we'll see that woodpecker though. He might have one of those (ivory billed 
> woodpeckers) in his box under there. g 


But, allright, He's got where he thinks he has an argument, And he doesn't have one 
atall. I've got the argument there, I've got all the arguments! All the Scriptures have 
my doctrine. He couldn't quote a Scripture unless he gave an affirmative for me!!! 


. And Hebrews 10:5, He thinks he's got a point there. Hebrews 10. He wants to 
know who the "thou" i$. That's Jesus as God. He wants to know who the "me" is, 
That's Jesus as man, and I dare any preacher who walks on shoeleather to prove 
otherwise!!! For one thing which will probably bring a point owt is the word lprepare!! 
He'll think that had to be before He got the body. But usually if you study the word 
"prepare" out in yourlexicon (under "katartizo") it means to prepare something that 
was already in existance. Like it's the same word that was used for the fitting out of 
the saints for the work of the ministry in Eph. 4, That mean: he created new saints for 
the work of the ministry? Why no! And it says about restoring someone to a Spiritual 
state in Gal. 6. Does that mean they created him over? Why no! And "prepare" does 
not mean to make something out of nothing. It could, but it doesn't have to, But what 
_ Mr. Hafley forgets is that Jesus was not just merely all flesh, but He had a human 
soul, It said, "Thou wilt not leave my soul in Hell, neither wilt thou suffer my flesh 
to see corruption, " See there's more to a man than just his body, just his flesh. And 
maybe he's mixed up in the Jehovah Witness doctrine and thinks man íis a soul in- 
stead of has a soul.I don't know, but we'll go on and get some of these things in 
here later, | 


I want you to notice that again that (verse)(Heb. 10:5) is quoted from a Psalm 
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that Mr. Hafley forgot to read! He's been so busy with these proof texts he hasn't 
checked out his background. Psalms 40:6, and that's the verse. In the verse right 
before the Jesus as man talked to Jesus as God and said (in Ps. 40) ‘None can çam- 
pare to you." Now, Mr. Hafley teaches that all the:persons are equal. And when 
Jesus said to the Father, "None can compare to you", the Holy Ghost really got 
"miffed" and wouldn't say anything for a thousand years. And maybe he'll have 
something to tell us about that. fee 


All right, let's look at some of these slides, I got some slides here which we'll 
take a look at. Now let's get the next slide on there, Bro, Lewis., Slide la. He said, 
"I've got 40 verses where three are mentioned !" I got 40 verses where three are 
mentioned of a single member of the Godhead! You want three??? ?? ITI give you 
three!!! l 





Jesus said, "I am the way and the truth and the life." Now that's three. One, two 
three, Rev.1:5 said, "the faithful witness (number one), the firstborn from the dead 
(number two), the prince of the kings of the earth (number three!)'' And Rev. ee We 
said, "I am the first and the last and the living one.'' The first and the last in Isaiah 
44:6 said "I am God and there's none else, '' And I guess that the rest of the persons 
in the Trinity really got miffed when he said that! He said, "Il am the all mighty, "' My, 
Hafley doesn't have an all mighty, It takes three of them in a huddle to make the all 


mighty. 


Now there's three persons here. In Hebrews 10. And this will take care of a couple 
of his verses too. Iti won'tdake care of the verses, It'll take care of what he thought 
he saw in the verses. Hebrews 10:19-21. It Says, ''By the blood of Josus(thaf i ane) 
That's how he goes into Eph. 2:18 and he had three prep ositions there, "through, unto, 
and in". And he said he thought that was three persons. But here is three persons 
in Jesus:''By the blood of Jesus (no. 1), through the veil that is to say His flesh, a 
high priest over (no. 3)," BY, THROUGH, OVER, Three persons. Was Jesus three 


persons? According to my friend's way of thinking He was! 


And I want you to notice this on his argument on I Tim, 2:5 where it Says there is 
one God and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus." Mr. Hafley 
says, 'It can't be the man Christ Jesus, '' Well why not? ? ? The Bible said it was! 

It said, "The man Christ Jesus!" And he said a mediator was one that divided. Weil 
a curtain divides. And right here it says the thing that divides, the mediator is the 
flesh of the Lord Jesus Christ. (Heb. 10:19-21) So when it talks about "through", it 
means "through the flesh of Christ." And well, let's keep going on here, I got some 
more similar to that where Christ was three persons according to the way my 
friend thinks. 


I Cor, 12:8 and 9 says, ''through the Spirit, ... according to the Spirit... by the 
Spirit. "Through", "according", "by'' Three persons???? The Holy Ghost is three 
persons! That's six! The Father makes seven. Then you've got the coming of the 
Holy Spirit. God the Father. Eph 4:6 "One God and Father of all, above all, through 
all and in you all." "above", "through'', "in". The Father is three persons. That 


makes 9 persons!!! 





sa. 
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And notice the coming of the Holy Spirit, ladies and gentlemen, as a parallel to 
the baptism of Jesus. The Holy Spirit, I believe my friend....I may be wrong about 
him. I humbly apblogize on my hands and knees if I am but I believe he thinks the 
Holy Spirit is one person, And so the Holy Spirit came as a rushing mighty wind ! 
And there were tongues like as of fire (no. 2)and the Spirit gave uttrance, no. 3, 
Three manifestations of one person there, wasn't there? Or something like that, 
Well Mr. Hafley wants to know about the baptism of Jesus. The Lord said, "I fill” 
heaven and earth.'' God said the heavens of heavens cannot contain him, In I Kings 
8. And He was in heaven at the same time He was down here on the earth. As God 
spoke there was a voice. There was a dove. Jesus as man in the water. The reason 
for that. He doesn't look for the background behind it. But he'll find out why in John 
1, In St. John .1 John said he didn't know who the Messiah was, but God told him on 
whomsoever you see that Spirit descending and reminaing upon Him the same is He 
that baptizes with the Holy Ghost. And see God gave him a sign that he could hear 
from heaven, To the Jews that was an unanswereble ‘argument to hear a voice from 
heaven,’ Arid he came in the Holy Ghost in the form of a bird. Not in the form of a 


person, It was a form like as of a bird, If Mr. Hafley were right, he came in a form 


like a person. But birds aren't persons. I've seen some dirty birds that were, But 
that is not what we're talking about. So he doesn't have a point there. He might think 
he does. = a. | 


Let's’ get the next slide on here, Let's get a few distinctions in here, Yes siree! bo 


I believe in distinctions, and I'll show you some, good folks. There's a distinction, 
Jesus as God.«Hiei said; !'God wills. '' Well I believe that! As God the Bible says the 


Mighty God that's coming with flames of fire in Ps, 50, the only thing He needs is the 


thanksgiving and obedience of His people, But as man Jesus had a will. There's a 
difference. They are not the same. He wanted food. He wanted water. He wanted 
sleep. There is a difference in wills there. In John 4:6 He got tired. He couldn't 
hold Himself up. He wanted to sit down on the well, He wanted a drink of water in 
John 4:6. In Matt. 8 He wanted to go to sleep. He was sleeping in the boat. His flesh 
had the normal desire of self preservation. The're not the same. They are different. 
Mr. Hafley! And I believe that. I preach it! 


God had a business. His business is running the universe. It says as God He was 
upholding all things by the Word of His power. (Heb. 1) But as man He had a business 
too, but it was not the same business. His business was carpentry, (Mark 6:3) But 
though as God He was upholding all things by the Word of His power, as man He had 
to gét old carpenter John to come in and help Him hold up the board so He could saw 
it. He couldn't hold the board:up if it gat:téd heavy;,. over 300 lbs. He only had a 19 
inch bicep! 7 


"Wisdom and knowledge"! Yes siree!!!! "Sees in secret". Absolutly! But as man 
He "seegin part", Mark 11:13 says He had to go up to the fig tree and look through 
the leaves and see if there was any figs, But as the Lord God He said to Nathaniel, 


"I saw you under the fig tree before you ever saw mel! Hallelujah! 


And He works miracles. Yesiree!!! Absolutely! No bones about it! Luke 5:17 
says that the power of the Lord was present to heal them. One Lord. (Eph. 4:5) The 
Lord said, "I am Jesus. " Healed by His own power. The, parallel to that was John 
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5:19 where He said'the Son of Himself can do nothing!' Is that talking about Jesus in 
the Godhead? I believe hie had this up on his chart if I'm not mistaken,referring to 
Jesus' person, trying to get his Proposition off the ground, to get his leaky ship 
launched on the persons in the Godhead. So if he's proved his proposition, he's got 
to get Jesus in the Godhead here in this verse. (St. John 5:19) So Jesus as God can 
do nothing of Himself! !!! "The Father that dwelleth in me, He doeth the works, ' 


And he had a verse, Acts 10:38, where Jesus was annointed of the Holy Ghost and 
power. He's teaching that,that refers to Jesus in the Godhead. And God looked down 
and saw Jesus and said, "He's kind of shrimpy down there! He said to the Holy 
Ghost, ''Go down there and anoint Him." And then it turned out when He got to work. 
ing the miracles Jesus said in John 14:10, "The Father that dwelleth in me, He doeth 
the works, ''What happened to the Holy Ghost? How come He got anointed with the Holy 
Ghost, and the Father worked the miracles? That's a funny family isn't it!!! | 


Next verse, That's a goody! !! You'll like that! Unless you're in false doctrine or 
something you might not like it. Next slide. ''Put on you specks and look at this, "' 
"Yes and No."' Jesus knows everything. (as God) Peter said, "Lord, thou knowest all 
things. '' But as man He don't. He don't know the time of His coming. (Mark 13:32) 7 
Jesus has all power, upholds all things, Yes. Jobn 4:6. No. He couldn't uphold His 
own weight. He had to sit down onithe well and so on. We could go on down the line 
and read all these yes and no verses but we've got to go on and get something else 
because we've only got so much time. Get the next slide on there, brother Lewis, 

"Only one thing left to believe, "iff you don't teach the human and Divine natures, 
‘Some things in the Bible are wrong. '' The devil likes that doctrine. Next slide S 

Get the next slide. All right. ! B at at 

Now [want Mr. Hafley to check one of those. Was Jesus Christ a hand puppet, 

a zombie without a brain? Did He have a brain? He had a human center of conscious. 
ness. If He didyHe could as man commune with God. Was He a semi-human, remote 
controlled rot, an optical illusion or a man in all points like as we are capable of 
every human emotion ‘that men are capable of? Mr, Hafley said on one slide, "Son 
loved. '' On the other slide that the Father loved. Well I know that. I recognize 

that! My brethren teach this. As a man He was capable of Evel human emotion, but 
as God He has a love far above the love that any man could possibly manifest! 
Ephesians 3:19 Speaks of the love of Christ that passeth all knowledge! Hallelujah! 
Let's get some more Scriptures. I like my slides. Other people may not like them, I 
like Mr. Hafley's slides too. I'd like to get some too to teach the oneness of the God. 


head from ‘em! í 


Getno, 7 here. We'll go through ‘that, "Holy Ghost" We teach that there's a diff. 
erence between God and His Spirit, and there's a distinction between you and your 
Spirit; but they are not such that you. are one person and your spirit another person! 
The Holy Ghost is the hand of God. We have some parallels there, Matt. 12:28 Jesus 
said I cast out demons by the Spirit of God. Luke 11:20 says Ido it by the finger of 
God. The Holy Ghost is the hand of God. There's a difference between you and your 
hand. Is your hand one person and you another? When he makes arguments on this 
look down at your hand! And ask yourself is your hand a person? 
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John 14:26) where the Holy Ghost is going to.. 


And he had some verses here in’ 


Come and teach us. Well I believe that. That doesn't mean He's a separate per. 


son. Now let's seé who Came and taught us. Jesus said, in John 14:18, "J will not 
leave you comfortless, I will come unto you, " And He. said, "I in you, "I will mani» 
fest myself to you", in John 14, "I will come unto you." I, I, I, I, the ayes have it! 
Who Jesus is, Now let's see about this teaching. II Peter capter one, verse one 
speaks of "our God and savior, Jesus Christ" and in verse 3 "according as His 
Divine power hath given us all things per taining to life and godliness," So when the 
teaching finally came, it was the power of Jesus Christ that did the teaching, (He 
Said the Spirit forbade in Acts 16:7, but he forgot to look.’ It was the Spirit of 


Jesus.) But going on in Peter's church it was the power of Jesus Christ who gave 
them all things, . 


Well what happened to the Holy Ghost? Well He went out in the spiral nebula 

some where and forgot to show up, and the Father, said, "Son, get on down there and 
do that teaching for Him!" And then in I John 2:27,28 He said the anointing that's in 
you will teach you all things. You don't need any man to teach you, (rather "teach you 
about all things.) And he said, "As He hath taught you, abide in Him, " Well who 

is "Him"? The next verse says, "Abide in Him that when He shall appear that you 
may not be ashamed before Him at His coming." And it goes on to talk about the 
coming of Christ who was doing the teaching! And the person that was separate from 
Christ never showed up. In Eph, 4:2) it Said, ''As the truth is in Jesus according as 
you were taught it by Him." So the ‘peopt® in Paul's church were being taught by 





But he says because the Spirit is sent, He'd be a separate person, Ezekiel 2:9 
speaking of God says, "A hand was sent unto me." Your hand can be sent. The hand 
is the power of God, but it is not impersonal, Personal pronouns are used of the 
hand: of God. Every part of God, any amount of God, can be used (or referred to by) 
a personal pronoun, Maybe we'll hear about personal pronouns. I hope so, Maybe 
we'll get some more of this fixed up. "A hand was sent. ' So when he tells us that 
the Holy Ghost has got to be a separate person because it was sent. Just look at your 
hand and think, We]] is my hand a separate person from me?" 


"God is a Spirit, " He had a whole gob of things. He had 23 things that the Spirit 
can do. Well we're glad for that, that he told us about all that. He was kind of 
Spinning his wheels, and I'm tempted just to forget about it. While he's Spinning 
his wheels, I'm happy. And I was happy through all of his Speech. And "God is a 
Spirit." "The Lord is that Spirit, "(II Cor, 3:17) One Lord, (Eph, 4:5) The Lord said, 


"lam Jesus." (Acts 9:5) That doesn't sound like two persons! Well, it could to somel 


Whatever is true of God is true of the Holy Ghost. We know Jesus testifies, and 


can be grieved, that He can do this and that and the other thing. But I want to see 


persons in the Godhead! I want to see that proved! 


How much time have I got, (3 minutes |) Good! Well let me look at my notes and 
see what is left here,’ I've pretty well gone over the doctrine, I can't go over too 
much right here. I'iJ spend some of my time réviewing, Going over these slides. 











Mr. Ferguson's Ist Godhead Negative page 17 


Hold my time and you can back up these Slides, and I'll go back through them, 
and give a little Short review of the ones that we've had here. Let's ZO back to 


Slide no. 1. 


The issues are Persons in the Godhead! Not whether. three are mentioned to- Pig 
gether. My friend reasons that three are mentioned together so they are persons, 
And I showed you the futility of reasoning in that way. Much of his argumentis ` 
based on the fact there there's Simply three there, but it did not prove that they 
were persons, They were Separated, isolated persons in the verses on those slides, 
Slides no. 2, 3, 4, Most of them are not related. They did not have the three persons 
together in the verses, He said the Father is a person, The Son ig a person, The 
Holy Ghost is a Person. Well] I know it, but he can't get'em together, He can't 
show up there's three persons in the Godhead, Then he's got three of them here 
and he can't prove the're persons. He Can't get'em together, He's like that guy 
that's got the covers too short and he pulls 'em up and it's over his feet, He pulls 
‘em down and his chest is cold. He just can't quite get together, 


The he had whether there's distinctions. Well we recognize there are distinctions, 
My brethren and I Stand firmly that there are distinctions, But what are they? I want 
to see it in the Godhead! I want to See persons in the Godhead. Put the next slide 
up there. We'll go through as many as we have time for. There's many 3's connect- 
ed with Jesus Christ. Notice no. 4 up there. It Says three personal pronouns there. 
"He who is and He who was and He who is to come" He, He, He, But it is one person, 
and not three! And of course I could give you many personal pronouns referring to 
Christ and referring to the hand of God, and if it's discussed in this debate, I'll © 


Three prepositions. "And" in there. (time!) All of those referring to Jesus Christ, 
(time!) or a single member of the Godhead. That it? (time!) God bless you and may 
the Lord richly reward your soul, Pa : | . 








ae 


MR, HAFLEY'S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE ON THE GODHEAD QUESTION 
Gentlemen moderators, brothers and sisters in Christ, ladies and gentlemen: 


My opponent said at the very outset he's very happy to be here. And he said he 
wanted to give glory to Jesus Christ. That is very significant. I wonder if my opp- 


persons involved there, The Bible Says in II Peter 1:17 that God the Father gave 
Him glory, Well, now, is God the Father giving Him glory, there being one person? 
Then when Mr, Ferguson gives Him glory that makes Him and Mr. Ferguson one 


In cHart no. 69 let's notice while we're on that the fact truly he can give Christ 
glory. But let's notice that John said, "We beheld His glory the glory of the only 
begotten of the Father." Jesus said, "'Glorify you me with thine own self with the 
glory which I had with thee before the world was.'' For He received from God the 
Father honor and glory (II Pet.1:17). Then we read in Mark 8:38 He's coming in 
the glory of His Father. Now Mr. Ferguson Says, ''We're giving glory to Jesus Christ! 
Welllthat just means he and Jesus Christ are one person because when God the 
Father gave Him glory that meant that they were one person, so I guess it means 
the same that way, | 


Then he Said he waited,and he had time to grow a beard waiting for me to 
make an argument. He had time to grow a beard waiting for me to make an argu- 
ment! Well he wasn't noticing, but while he was waiting to get up enough nerve to 
answer one Ï was shaving, and I had time to sit there and shave it off!!! And he 
never answered one in all that time. Now of course he can deal with things like 
that, and I can be as humorous as he is, but that doesn't answer arguments, 


his chart no. ] he Said the issue is not are three mentioned. Well, I want to 
know three what then? He says three are mentioned, Three what?He said we're 


“not discussing three are mentioned. Three what? I want to know three what? Three 


weit foned, but three what? 


Then he said Father, Son and Holy Spirit are persons. Well, one person he Said, 
And I showed from Charts no. 2,3, and 4 that each and every one of them had the 
attributes of a person and were persons. He said, "Well,..." in his chart no. l he 


Well when we're talking about the Father, Son and Holy Spirit we're talking about 
the Godhead, So that's where we are, and we showed the distinctions, Three, are 
mentioned, and we proved that each one of them has a will. The Father wills, (Matt. 
7:21) It said, "Jesus Pleased not Himself, (Rom. 15:3) The Holy Spirit wills, (I Cor. 
12:11) Self subsistent, self existent, self conscious rational, individuals. And that 
is in the Godhead certainly not out of it. a 


And then he came to my questions, Chart Q1. And I said, "Does Jesus pray in 
John 17:20-22 that believers may become one Person, one individual?" Turn to John 



















- Ferguson s 
ay that the disci 
id: The Lord said," 

evė on them th 


page 19 


d did not 








» Are one like wea 
ight! Then they! 


Sus didn't Pray thatyand 
S not one Person, 


re one," Mr. Ferguson Said they're 
we one as Christ and G 










ith the 
re you I wouldn't want to read the 
it ! 5 the "glory I had with thee, Jesus Said the "glory I 
“With thee," When? Before the world was. John 17:24 said 
foundation of the world. i 
ly one Person 


back yonde 


n-of the world, Jesus s 


S Deut, 19:15 require at leas 


read here he said, "No." Let! 


two Sep. 
Mire at least ty; 


S read Deut, 19:15, 


rguson Said, "No it doesn't, n 


Deut. 19:15 Says one Witness Shall not Tise y 
a man." One won't do it. “O yes it Will'says friend Ferguson! {¥11) do it’So 
e word of Ferguson versas the Word of th 
ou make your? 


page 20 Mr. Hafley'’s 2nd Godhead Affirmative 


Well, he said, "Not according to Paul." Chart no. 62. He went to II Cor. 13:1, 
and he said in II Cor. 13 verse l that one man may be two or three witnesses, And 
he cites II Cor. 13:1 where Paul said, 'This is the third time Iam coming to you 
that in the mouth of 2 or 3 witnesses every word be established. " Just suppose 
that was true. Just Suppose that was true. That still would not disprove John 8:16- 
18. Still would not disprove it at all where that the Lord said that the witness of 
two is true. "I am one that bear witness of myself and the Father that sent me bear- 
eth witness of me." | | i 


Let's look at chart no. 6l and keep 62 handy. If it was true in II Cor. 13:1 notice 
it still would not upset the passage. And he said Hafley did not read all of the verse, 
That's right Hafley never pretended to. Then he said!'Let's read it from the Word of 
God like it is“ Then when he read it, he put a "not" in there in the first sense of 
judging. The word judgment there. It doesn't belong there. I didn't even pretend to 
read it like it was, and he pretended he was doing it, and put a "not" in there! Well 
now if you are going to get on me about being careful you'd better bg careful, You | 
did it. Slip of the tongue. Nothing else. I understand that, but you made the point on. 
it. And the you do it, Mr. Infallible. P a 

Now notice please the Lord Said, "It is written in your law that the witness of two. 
men is true.'' I want to know where that's written! He said that is not in Deut. 19:15, 
That's what Ferguson says, He said it's not written in Deut. 19:15, The Lord said it. 
is written that the wittness of two men is true. Ferguson said it's not Deut. 19:15. The 
Lord said, "I'm not alone. There's one that beareth witness. '' Now back to chart 62.. 


If II Cor. 13:1 does not show one man was two or three witnesses, he would still 
be one witness, Paul would be one witness with two or three incidents or occasions. 
Paul said, "I'm coming to you the 3rd time." That would be one witness with two or 
three incidents to report. That wouldn't be 2 or 3 witnesses, Mr. Ferguson. Now you 
know that. That would still be Paul, one witness, with 2 or 3 incidents. There's one 
witness there, Paul said, "I'm coming to you the 3rd time." All right three incidents 
to roort about but just one witness, Paul. One witness, one person. That does not 
touch top side, edge nor bottom of the fact that the Lord said, "Two men. "I and the 
Father," ns 


Let's go to Matt. 18. Let's look at verses 15 through 17. You know the Lord said 
here if your brother trespasses against you, go tell his faults between you and he 
alone. If he hears you, you've gained a brother. In verse 16 He said, "If he'll not 
hear you, take two or three witnesses that in the mouth of 2 or three witnesses 
every word be established, ' Now according to friend Ferguson all he needs to do is. 
go and see the tresspassing brother two or three times. That'd be two or three 
witnesses. Isn't that right, Paul? Now think about it. In verse 1 he said you go by 
yourself! Now Paul said if you want two or three witnesses, you don't have to take | 
somebody else along. You just go yourself 2 or 3 times. That/Hl make two or three | 
witnesses. Doesn't it Paul? ; | 


_ FERGUSON: Mr. Ferguson! 
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Will it Me. Ferguson? Will it Mr. Ferguson? Does that help you any Paul, Mr, 
Fe vr guson? | E N | E 


FERGUSON: You go ahead and make your talki ` 


l ET MORTAN SEPIE ansa el ei. tout 
HAFLEY: Shake your head. | 


{ 1 


FERGUSON: No, you make your talk. rI take care of you when I get up ‘here, 
friend. . | | Si ae ee et 


HAFLEY: Awww, you know don't you? Let's see you answer this, Mr, Ferguson! In’ 
Matt 18:18 all a person has to do to get 2 or 3 witnesses was to go 2 or 3 times, | E 
That right? Shake your head. Bat your eye. Bat your head and shake your eye fe 
Which is it? ee ee 


All right! Now you just remember that. Chart no. 61 again. That still doesn't take 
care of the fact. Now the Lord saic 'Tt is written in your law~ that the witness of 2 men 
is true, Iam one that bear witness." Now I want you to notice Jesus quoted a pass- 
age that required two persons. Not one witness but two men. Now if this does not 
refer to two persons, then Jesus misapplied scripture, Because Jesus used Deut. 
19:15 to say two men, and if it doesn't need two men as Mr. Ferguson said, then the 
Lord misapplied scripture. a r: 


Well let's notice that in question three I said did Jesus use Deut. 19:15 to refer to 
two persons? He said, "No, he did not?" He. sad that Jesus did not use the passage 
to refer to two persons. Well you be the judge, Jesus said, "It is also written in your 
law that the testimony of two men is true. ! Mr. Ferguson did Jesus use Deut. 19:15 
to refer to two persons? Did He? Did He? Now you tell us about it, You said, ''No!! 
I want to hear it again, I want to hear it again. Did Jesus Say that it takes two? Did 
he? Did he say that? You said no! Were you under pressure? You got flabbergasted. 
Just say I repent. I didn't know what I was Saying. Just say I missed it. 


Tell us would you! Now here's a man that Says Jesus did not refer to two persons, 
And that the Lord said two men. Now Mr. Ferguson you're going to have to answer 


now or later. And you make up your mind which, Now of Gurse I don't have a reply 
until tomorrow night, n 





And in question no. 4 I said... chart no. 66..:in Hebrews 5:4 and 5 I said, "Did 

_ Aaron make himself to be an high priest?" Mr, Ferguson answered rightly. He 
said, "No Aaron didn't make himseif an high priest." Let's notice. "No man taketh 
this honor unto himself of being made high priest of himself but he that was called 
of God as was Aaron. So also Christ glorified not Himself. . -''O yes‘he did if there 
is just one person. Christ glorified not Himself to be made an high priest, ‘If he 
didn't glorify himself, Mr. Ferguson who glorified him? Now the Hebrew writer. 
said that it was "as Aaron", "So also" Aaron didn't glorify himself. Mr. Ferguson 
agrees there that Aaron didn't do it himself. And the Bible says, "So also in like 
manner Christ glorified not Himself ta be made an high priest." Who glorified him 
if he didn't glorify Himself? But if he glorified Himself the Hebrew writer erred! 
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Fle misapplied Scripture by Saying "so also", "Just like Adron'", And then he read 
verse 10. Look at it. "so also'Christ glorified not Himself", Then verse 10 "Thou 
art my Son..called of God". Listen, "Thou art my Son," But that's only one., "Thou 
art my Sofi; Just like Aaron was now, Remember. Did Jesus take that honor to 
Himself? 


TNA, 


AARDS 


Then my moderator and I think Mr. Ferguson skipped question 5, think he miss- 
ed it. Just overlooked it. I know that wasn't the intention because he dealt forth 
right. ''Was Christ made a high priestias was Aaron?" He's already told us that 
Aaron didn't make Himself high priest.’ Now I want to know is Christ just like that? 
Aaron didn't do it himself, now did Christ? Just like that. You tell us in question 5. 
He didn't answer it, I want him to answer it, I won't have an answer to it tonight, ' 
but I'll answer tomorrow night, 


Then I asked him to define flesh and he said, "It's right here." I asked him to 
define "son" and he got back to the fact of Son being the flesh. That's his idea. Well 
we'll have something to say about that in just a little bit. 


But who was left on the cross after Jesus said, "My God, miy God why hast thou 
forsken me?” And he said it was Jesus as man. He! s:got'them separated doesn't 
he? That's got 'em separated. I said, "Who was left?! He said, "Jesus as man, " 
That's what he said, "Jesus as man," Well let's notice please in chart no. 57, 





He keeps on this thing of two natures. And this is according to his doctrine as 
you can read in their books. For example IS JESUS IN THE GODHEAD OR IS THE 
GODHEAD IN JESUS? by Gordon McGee in p.13. He said. hè. Son is the flesh or 
humanity. That's what friend Ferguson says. "The Father is the great eternal 
Spirit who indwelt the Son not two persons but two natures, human and Divine, Son 
and Father." That's what he set forth in a lot of his goings on tonight, All right the 
Father "divine nature" "into thy hands (Divine nature) I (human nature) commend my 
Spirit. '' Well if the Father's the Divine nature and I, the Son is the human nature, 
what is my Spirit"? Now, according to you it can't be Divine, And according to you | 
it can't be flesh so what is it? 







And then the Bible says, "A body hast thou prepared mét. Well I want us to notice 
please in a chart that we have prepared here in chart no. 89, I asked him who is.the 
"thou'' and who is the ''me'"? In chart 89 Mr. Ferguson sajd,that the "thou' is Jesus as 
God and the "me" is Jesus as man! I want to know about what's the body, Mr. Ferguson, 
Was that man? What is it? I want to know what is the body then? He said, the Lord: ` 3 
said, '!'A body hast thou prepared me.'' He said the "thoy! is the Father and the ‘me! 
is the man. So what's the body? While ago you acted like this was the flesh, the man, 
Now come on which is it? You said ''me'' was Jesus as man. I want to know what's 
the body then. Mr. Ferguson What's the body? I won't have any time to reply but 
you just remember now the "me" is the man 80 it can't be the body and the "thou"! 


is the Spirit. The body can't be that, I'don't think it is but I want to know what it 
is."A body hast thou prepared me," a 


sei 


He acted like the word "prepared" meant that it had always been there, Well, I 
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want to know where the body was then through all eternity that fleshly body if it 
means it was already in existence. Well he can deal with this if he will, and if 
he doesn't he'll get it in written form tommorrow, night. So one way or another 
we'll get an answer. a 


And then he came to his chart la. Could I see his chart la plaease? Now he says 
the fact this would mean three "the way, the truth and the life" Jesus said, "I am the 
way, the truth and the life.'' He said does that mean three? No, so it's just one per- 
son. Now Mr. Ferguson if you want a parallel to that why don't you find the verse 
that says, "I am the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit?" That's what you need for 
a parallel but you haven't got that. | 


Now notice Rev. 1:5, point no.2. The faithful witness, firstborn from the dead, and 
the prince." All right chart 88. He said that means just one person, is the firstborn, 
Therefore Father, Son and Holy Spirit is one person. Let's notice it please. "Oppon. 
ent says Rev.1:5 is like Matt. 28:19!' He said Jesus Christ is faithful witness, first 
begotten from dead, prince of Kings of the earth. Opponent says does this mean 
three persons? Well of course it doesn't but he tries to parallel it. Well,. Mr. Fèr- 
guson, to be parallel, Rev. 1:5 should read, to be parallel to Matt. 28:19, "Jesus 
Christ is the Father and the Son and the H oly Spirit." But it doesn't say that, does 
it? Doesn't say that. Now it's true that in Rev. 1:5 Jesus Christ is the faithful 
witness, the first begotten, but to have a parallel it would have to say Jesus Christ 
is the Father, who is the Son, who is the Ho ly Spirit. And then in Rev. 1:1 the Bible 
says, "The revelation of Jesus Christ which gave gave unto him." And verse 6 says 
He, Christ, made us kings and priest unto God and His Father." | 


Chart 88a. He has Rev. 1:17 the very same thing on that chart we just noticed. 
"Opponent parallels Rev. 1:17 "I am the first and the last." He says, "Is that two 
persons?" Why no! Jesus is the alpha and the omega, the lst and the last. He 
parallels that with "into the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit." He says 
the person on that equals one persomtalking about the Father, the Son and the Holy 
Spirit. But to be parallel with Rev. 1:17 Matt. 28:19 should read, "I am the Father, 
Son and the Holy Spirit." It does not. So it is not parallel, But to have a parallel 
you see that's what Matt. 28:19 would have to say. Now I didn't argue that there 
were three persons mentioned in Rev. 1:5. He had to build a straw man. Rev. 1:17 
also. And all you know I didn't argue that. He tried to make a parallel and his par- 
allel failed. His parallel lines, if you will, come together. 


And then he came and he said Hebrews 10:19 and 20 talks about the flesh. Jesus 
as man. And he talked about the flesh, Well I want you to notice that the Spirit 
"thou", Heb. 10:5, "thou hast prepared me.'' Wonder what Heb. 10:15 means? "The 
Holy Ghost also is a witness," Why Mr. Ferguson said the Holy Spirit is Jesus is 
God the Father. What does, "The Holy Ghost also" mean? l 


And the in chart no, 64,in I Tim. 2:5 he said it's only the flesh that is the mediator. 
Did you hear him say that? He said it is the man Christ Jesus. That's right. The man 
was the mediator on the cross. Is Jesus in his flesh today? Mr. Ferguson is He? 

If it'll help not to call you Paul. Is he? Mr. Lewis is he? Is Jesus in the flesh today? 
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Is He? He isn't is He? He's not in the days of His flesh. Do we have a mediator 
today? Do we? Do we have a mediator today? Do we have an intercessor today? 
Well just remember that. He is our mediator, but He's not in His flesh. There 
are two mentioned. Now then let's go to chart no, 58, 


I want us to notice some of these points and we're going to answer a lot of his 
arguments on the two natures business. Is that chart 58? "This man was also God, 
and He was as genuinely God asHe was genuinelyrman. " We're agreed, but does 
the fact that Jesus was genuinely man mean that he was the only person in the 
manhood? It doesn't. There are many persons in humanity. Jesus was genuine- 
ly God. So opponent condudes He was the only person in the Godhead. If that be 
true, then because He was genuinely man does opponent think that He was the only 
person in the manhood? 


In chart 59. Yes, Jesus was deity, and Jesus is man. But I want us to notice 
please, Jesus is deity, but He is not the only person in the Deity or Godhead. ''The 
Word was with God and the Word was God." Now the word was Deity. And the Word 
was with Deity. And, the Bible says,the Word that was Deity and: was with Deity 
was made flesh, and we beheld His glory the glory as the only begotten of the 
Father full of grace and truth. Now notice Jesus was Deity. Unto the Son even the 
Father said, "Thy throne, O God, is forever." Yes Jesus was Deity. The Father, the 
Son are one, one Deity but not one person. 


And then further in chart no. 60, let's notice that there is o e God ‘a 
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There's only one humanity the Bible says, but not one person in the humanity. ~ 
There's only one Deity, one God the Father of all who's above all, through all and 
in you all.'' but not one person. Jesus was a man, fully man. Jesus was Deity, | 
complete Deity;but He was not the only person in the Deity, though complete Deity. 


And then his chart no., 4. His chart four. Mr. Lewis, hold my time. His chart 
4. Is that it? "Put on your specks", Ail right. Now he talked about Jesus knowing 
everything as man and not knowing eve rything, and as a Spirit not knowing every- 
thing. Chart 67. Yes Jesus is Lord. The Bible said, "God made Jesus Lord." The 
Bible said, ''The Lord said unto my Lord. " The Bible speaks of "the Lord and His 
anointed. |" The "Lord said unto ste, Thau art my Son." "The Lord laid on Him 
the iniquity of us all, " Deity, God is Lord. Jesus is Deity. Je:sus is Lord. Yes that 
is true. But that doesn't mean He's the only person in the Deity any more than 
His being man means He's the only person in the mandhood. 


His chart no. 7. His chart 7, He speaks of the Holy Spirit being the power of 
God, the finger of God and the hand of God and He wants to make like the Holy 
Spirit thus is nothing is absolutely...Is that 77?....All right Jesus, the hand of 
God and the Holy Spirit, rather, the power of God. Hmmmmm. I wonder then when 
the Bible says the gospel is the power of God unto salvation. I wonder if that mears 
the gospel is the hand of God. Mr. Ferguson, that's what you said about the Holy 
Spirit, Does that mean the same thing about the gospel? No. In chart 4 1 showed . 
that the Holy Spirit had all the attributes of a person. In chart no. 4 all the attributes 
a person, Well he smirked at it. But you know he didn't answer it. These attri- 
butes of a person that speaks are not a hand. Yes look down at your hand and have 
it speak to you, Mr, Ferguson. Have your hand speak to you. Would you? 





nd ‘one humanity. 
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Have your hand do that. Have your hand glorify Jesus. Have your hand love you, 
Have the ability to love. 


And he said, you know, "I was happy throughout all of Mr. Hafley's speech, n 
That's what he said. "I was so happy. I've been so happy." Yes, they Say ignorance | 
is bliss. : 


And now he talked about the agent here, the Holy Spirit being the hand and the 
power. I want you to notice please that the Bible said that Paul begot the Corinth- 
ians through the gospel. (I Cor. 4:6) Paul begot the Corinthians through the gospel, 
by the power of the gospel. But he said God was their Father. God was their 
Father. That doesn't mean that the gospel and God the Father are one and the same 
thing. No more so than when the Bible said that God acts through the Holy Spirit 
also doesn't mean He is the one and only person, 


And so I want us to notice please again in chart number 61. Chart 61,2 witnesses, 
Jesus said, "For I am not alone." Whatever Mr, Ferguson does, whatever he says, 
you just mark it down that when he gets through Jesus is going to be Saying, 'I am 
alone." Two men were required. Jesus said, "2 men", Mr. Ferguson said, "No, " 
Chart no. 73. I showed how that the presence of the voice of the Lord equaled the 
presence of the Lord. He received from God the Father honor and glory. Well 
there was Jesus in the water. All right. If Jesus is the flesh in the water and the 
Spirit is in heaven, then the Holy Spirit in the form of a dove, what's the Holy Spirit? 
He's not flesh, and he's not Spirit. (Time) 

Thank you ladies añd gentlemen., 
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MR, FERGUSON'S FINAL NEGATIVE ON THE GODHEAD PROPOSITION 
Ladies and gentlemen and gentlemen moderators, Mr, Hafley: 


I'm very pleased with the way that the discussion is going tonight. It's kind of 
going about the way I thought it would go. In affirming his doctrine, ladies and 
gentlemen he got right up there... (course I'm tempted not to say anything about 
this cause it's in my favor) but he got right up there and instead of affirming his 
doctrine, why he got up there and affirmed mine!!! ak 

And he said, "I think Mr. Ferguson is humorous, !! And he said, "I grew a beard 
there and shaved it off." Wellt! l thought that was a good joke. And he had some 
good jokes in'his speech. And to not mention the good parts of it would not exactly 
be right. In fact he had some real good jokes, But I thought the best one was what 
he thought was his affirmative speech. That's the best joke he had in the whole 
thing! !!! And of course he said he grew a beard. ‘And I thought some of his argu- 
ments were pretty "hairy!" as he was makin' emf And I guess that was the reason. 


But just like I thought he was going to do, But he couldn't do anything else because 


the Bible says, "We can do nothing against the truth but for the truth. '"' So he 
couldn't affirm anything else if he read the Bible, He had to affirm my doctrine 


because it's my doctrine from Revelation right on back to Genesis and up to Revelat 


tion again, 


And of course I'm not going to get over confident tonight, ladies and gentlemen, 
He may fool us. He may be trying to catch us off guard by not giving an affirmative 
tonight. He may just be trying to play a trick on us. He might just come back here 
tommorow and get him an affirmative and none of us be able to answer it. But if 


he does he'll be doing something different. thah:what he did tonight. But he's already 


given my affirmative and I'm in the affirmative tonight representatively through 
Larry Hafley. Because he Couldn't show three persons. He couldn't show two per- 
Sons. So there's only one that's left. We're not debating whether God exists or not, 
So he's already given me my affirmative, But I'll do something tomorrow . I'm 
thankful he was so accomodating here tonight. ! 


Now I don't want you folks to be dissapointed with Mr. Hafley because he's doing 


a good job. I want the audience to shake his hand and encourage him, and tell him 
how much you appreciate him getting up here, Because there's no man that will be 


I think he should be commended for that. And I like his affirmative because it was 
more or less going my way. But of course, you know, he was doing a good job too. 


Well I'm going to go over his points and sort of come in my notes. He made a big 
thing about the questions and giving glory to Jesus and Jesus receiving glory. Well I 


don't deny that! But, ladies and gentlemen, think a little bit will you with me! As 


what, in what way, did he need to receive glory. Mr, Hafley teaches that the Father, 


Son and Holy Ghost are equal in all respects and they all have the same amount of 
glory. And one that has the same amount of glory cannot... if they're all equal.... 
they can't give each other glory because the Bible says a man cannot rise above 
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his teacher. And the Father couldn't lift the son any higher. But as what did he need 
glory? Well as man He needed glory. This is a reference to the human and the Div. 
ine nature, And I did not say that it was one, but it's two natures. And Mr, Hafley js 
not doing any good at all in meeting my nature arguments. 


He had some verses, no. @, from John 1:14 the "Word became flesh and dwelt 
among us, '' The Word was God. And then He referred to John 17:9 which said, "The 
glory I had with thee before the world was," And of course’the Word was God’ The 
“Word became flesh." And so this flesh of Jesus Christ that had a complete center 
of consciousness (and he never did deal with that, and how that explained most of 


ible upon God's throne became flesh, came down to earth and dwelt among us. And 
God was still filling heaven and earth. No reference to this was made on how this 
explodes his Matt. 3 bit. | 


Where he's got Jesus in the water, And as God...(He's trying to show persons 
in the Godhead)... he is taking away from Jesus' Divinity as he's doing it because 
Jesus as God is not omnipresent but only about 11 cubic feet down in the water, and 
he couldn't be Speaking from heaven, He couldn't fell heaven and earth. 


you doing out of the Godhead if you're not going to go out of it??? Jesus as man is 
not Jesus as God. They are not the Same. There's a difference. My brethren have 
always taught this that there are distinctions there. And this is the distinction that 
will destroy Mr. Hafley's doctrine. He cannot get his leaky ship into the water be, 
cause the distinction that he is Showing is between Jesus as man and Jesus as God, 


Of course he got to the questions. He said I said that, "No, Christians are not 
one person." And I told you that I did not use this as an affirmative verse, ['ll 
have some affirmative verses tommorrow, but this is speaking of the wills of the 
human and Divine natures of Christ. But as God, Jesus iis God. The Bible tells us 
"the Lord is God." And I'm not going to go into the affirmative tonight, but I'll 
have something to Say about the word "person!" tommorrow in my affirmative speech 


along these lines, 


As God they are one person, and we'll go on now. He said he didn't forget to read $ 
the whole chapter. And he said somewhe re that the Son was sent from heaven, I deny | 
that. If he wants to take it up tomorrow that's fine with me, And he said in many 
cases if I said something he didn't like he would go over it tomorrow indicating in 
3 or 4 times that he was worried about something that I was going to say, that I 
would have something to Say that would not include his doctrine, and that he was gỌr 
ing to rehash it tommorrow. He was just indicating that back in the depths of his 
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But he said the Son was sent from heaven. And he said, "Why I've read all this 
chapter, " He said, "I read the whole chapter, " And he said that the fact that the § 


But what kind of distinctions ? But Jesus Said, "As you sent me into the world, eve: 
So also I have sent them into the world. " So were the apostles in heaven and then 
Sent into the world? ] maintain that the Sending was after Christ had flesh when He 
was born. And if he wants to use Sc ripture with reference to that I'll take part of rm 









time and answer the things that he brings out, and well work together on this. 


And then he had verses. he went into in teplyiiHe missed a lot of things in thi 
He's attempting to reply to where I said that Jesus was praying to the Father iny 
ll. He said, "Keep them, ' and Jesus ended up having to keep them. He never did. 
explain why Jesus didn't get His prayer answered. And he had to go answer it Him 
self. That's like the lady in China that said, "Lord give this poor soul a wife. " Anc 
the Lord said, "You're going to have to answer your own prayer and go marry the: 
old codger.'! She got kind of rebellious and didn't do it. Instead he fled from John: | 
17:1] over to Jude verses 20 and 2] and said there's "'Gogn and "Lord!!! and "Spirigh 
there and so th're mentioned together and "Oh my dead lsaints.and brothers and 


everybody else (which includes me I guess, ) these are three persons because they. 


doctrine in the Bible says, "The word is that Spirit," (II Cor. 3:17) (1 mentioned it 
in my last Speech), It says, 'Khow ye ‘the. Lord, He is God, '! (Ps, 100:3) HSam. 22°: 


says, "Who is God save the Lord? and "'God is a Spirit. (John 4:24) "The Lord: , 
He is God," And they're alj the same! They're not different just because they're” 


mentioned together sand that was his argument on his chart la. He igs Saying that . 
because you've got three clumped together in these verses that they have to be three. 
persons, And I showed where there was basic threeness in Jesus Christ, where three’ 
are mentioned of Him, ui | | cs 
But he Says that what Ferguson has to do instead of saying where Jesus is the : 
firstborn and so on, the prince of the kings of the earth, he has to get a verse res 
ferring to where it says, "I am the Father, Son and Holy Ghost. " Well, O, K, ! But 
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I'm not in the affirmative as far as Iam concerned. Mr. Hafley is in the affirma.- 
tive for me of course so in that sense I'm representatively in the affirmative to- 
night but actually in my speeches I'm not in the affirmative and I'm not using 

Matt. 28319 for an affirmative verse, But you are right, friend Hafley, in that you 
see that you must defend all Scriptures against the doctrine that Iam preaching 
because they're all my Scriptures. They all have my doctrine in them, And so 

all may see that he's in the affirmative tnight, and I wasn't supposed to give a 
scripture where it said, "I am the Father, Son and Holy Ghost. "' ] was nd suppos- 

ed to do that. But he was supposed to give a Scripture where it says three persons 
in the Godhead. And I didn't see it where it was in the Godhead. I saw a lot of talk 
and a lot of quibble about Jesus as man and Jesus as God in trying to prove distinctions 
there which we have always recognized tonight but I didn't see it in the Godhead. But 
maybe he'll surpise us and give it to us tomorrow night. Or maybe he'll come in the 
door leading a moose with green feathers on it. Because he'll grow green feathers 
on à moose before he'll come up with that Scripture that says three persons in the 


Godhead. 


And of course he went in where the Father has a will and the Son has a will, 
Well I showed that where they are not the same. The Son wanted a drink of water, 
The Father didn't want a drink of water. They had different kinds of wills, One 
had a human will;and one had a Divine will. 


And then we'll get to this John 8:16 verse and deal with it again, and point out to 
you those things which I've already pointed out to you which have not been dealt with, 
Of course he might deal with them tommorrow and surprise me. He might be the 
dark horse which comes up in the finish. But I will read those verses to you again. 
John 8:16. And it says, "If I judge" or'even though I judge, my judgment is true be- 
cause Iam not alone but I and the Father that sent me, '' You see as man His doct- 
rine was not His. Mr.Hafley gave us several Scriptures on one of his charts 
probably that was chart number 2 or possibly three that Jesus had to be taught 
His doctrine in John 7 and so on and John 8 and 12. And said he had to be ‘taught his 
doctrine. His doctrine was not His but it belonged to the Father. But as man He 
had to learn doctrine, but as God He already knew it all. But in the Godhead did 
He have to be taught His doctrine? Did He have to take a doctrine course as God? 
As God He could not do anything of Himself?(John 5:19) One of the verses Mr, Haf. 
ley attempted to harness to support his doctrine says, "The Son can do nothing of 
Himsd f." (John 5:19) Sohn 14:10 says that the Father which dwelleth in me He 
does the works. Well that was referring to His human nature to Jesus Christ as man 
and this is the straw that breaks His doctrine's back because he has not even 
touched the teaching that the human and Divine nature explains about 90% of all 
of those verses which he was attempting to use, And of course here in John 8:16 
it says, "Thowll judge my judgment is true" because I have another that is guiding 
. Supernaturally my judgment. You see my human judgment is weak and frail and 
I had to be taught my doctrine. I can't do anything of myself including judging. And 
He had to have another. Well in iwhat respect did He have another? According to His 
Godhead? Well His Godhead was not much if He had to have another helping Him 
that way. I quoted to you a verse in Luke 2:40 that said, Jesus increased in wisdom! 
Well of course He increased in wisdom as man but not as God He didn't lay there in 
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All right. Number four. Since he's started dealing with the questions. In no. 
4 he's talking about Aaron making himself a high priest. I said, "No Aaron did not 
mal himself a high priest. '' And he accused me of skipping no.5. Well 4 and 5 were 
more or less the same. I sort of combined them together in my haste. I apologize 
for this. 'Was Christ made a high priest as was Aaron?" Well other than that he 
was of the order of Melchisedek he was made a high priest as Aaron was, Aaron 
was aman. Aaron was not a member of the Godhead. Aaron was a man, Christ 
as:man was made high priest and I want you to just turn over to Hebrews 4 and $, 
And I'll deal with that. And it said, ''No man takes to himself this honor but he 
that is called by God." It made a reference to this and an emphasis on this "by 
God", And I demonstrated proof where this was a relationship between the human 
and Divine nature, And he said, "Thou art my Son. This day have I begotten thee," 
Son show beginning. It indicates flesh,and we'll have some more to say about that 
presently. 


He made some reference that I quoted verse 10 in this chapter, but I did not quate 
verse 10, And I'll have to play the tapes to get that. But since he said I quoted it, 
I will quote it.to make him right. We wouldn't want to go out where he wasn't right 
on it, I made reference to the order of Melchisedek so I guess that would be quoting 
verse 10, So I'll put that on the record, But verse 9 is of interest still following the 
Same topic. Going back to verse 8, it says He learned obedience,'' Although He was 
a Son,He learned obedience by the things which He suffered." And then.verse 9 says 
"being made perfect He became the author of eternal salvation to thase who obey 
Him. '' Now let's think about this still following the idea of Christ being made a 
high priest. In what reference was it, Was it human or was it Divine nature? Well 
in what sense did Christ need to be made perfect? Was He as God not perfect and 
had to have another person to help perfect Him? Or was He as God already perfect 
and was made perfect through obedience since He did have a human will that want, 
ed water and food and sleep, wanted self preservation and so on. Did he have to 
be made perfect as man or God? And I think I amply shéed where the distinctions 
were, and he said}W& don't want to get out of the Godhead'!but he was Sure out of it 
on that one! 


And question 5: "Is Christ made a high priest as wąs Aaron, "Yes with some 
minor exceptions here, 


And then question 6.'"'Define the terms flesh, person, and son, with respect ta 
Christ." And there was not too much interaction with my definitions so I'll let 
that stand on record how it was and get on to other remarks that were made by 
Him, 


And he went on to the cross where it says, ''My God, my God why hast thou for, 
saken me.'' No reference to the bakground of Ps.22, which says, "Thou hast been 
my God from my mother's womb." not from eternity. The reference was to the 
human nature of Christ. And he quoted a verse that I quoted in the affirmative. I 
already introduced that verse. I said that Jesus said on the cross, "Into thy hands 
IT commend my Spirit." And I explained it by reference to the OT in Ps. 31% which 
was not mentioned by Mr. Hafley that where the Old Testament saints died and sajd, 
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"Into thy hands I commend my Spirit." When Stephen died he said, "Lord Jesus, 
receive my spirit." And of course what Mr., Hafley cannot see is that man is not 
just a body. And I have in my notes a book called READY ANSWERS TO RELIGIOUS 
ERRORS written by Mr. Hafley's brethren and they have answers to this teaching 
that a man was only a body, but I don't think Mr. Hafley believes this but he seems 

to be presenting it anyway. Now he went to Heb. 10:5 again. 


He said the 'thou'! is God which I agree with. And the ''me" cannot be man be- 
cause there is a body in between them. But he cannot for the life of him see that a 
man is more than just a body! Job said, ''Thou hast clothed me with sinews and with 
muscles! {ob 10:11) And Paul said I have a house in heaven, and Peter said, 

"I'm going to put off my tabernacle. And Peter was not one person and his taber- 
nacle another. A man is more than just a body. And he said again...I don't want 
to go over this my time is running out but,,,he said that Christ is not in the flesh 
today. Well Christ is in the flesh today. Acts 2:26 demonstrates this that Christ is 
in the flesh and that is not to be pitted against the verse that he used "in the days 
of His sae "(Heb. 5:6) Bauer's Lexicon says that means “human weakness and 
frailty® Well in Acts 2:26 it states that "Of the fruit of thy loins I will make to sit 
upon thy throne. " It was promised to David that the fruit of David's loins would 
sit on his throne. Now Christ is sitting on,as my friend teaches, David's throne 
in heaven, Is Christ not as He sits on the throne in heaven the fruit of David's body? 
Does He not have glorified flesh, not human flesh. That means in the day of His 
human flesh, There's different kinds of flesh in I Cor.15,. There's many kinds 

of flesh. Christ did not have mortal flesh today but he has glorified flesh. And 

He is going to come back, Zech. 12:10 says, the Jews are to look upon Him whom 
they have pierced and all eyes will see him and so on. : 





Thenhe. quoted Re v.1:1 and he was going into a parallel that I made there trying 
to answer all the Revelation vereses that I quoted which were proving just be- 
cause three are mentioned they are not three persons, That God gave to Him, " 
And I showed and demonstrated that Christ as man has limited knowledge and that 
He still has flesh and he's still the frat of David's body and that explains the 
"thou" and the "me" and it is not referring to eternity. 


But the Psalm where it says "a body hast thou prepared me." That was quoted 
from Ps.40. And the verse right before this Jesus as man said to God, ''None can 
compare unto thee", That was not dealt with, but this was not referring to eternity 
because Jesus said in Luke 24 all things that were written in the Psalms concerning 
me must be fulfilled. So the Psalms were prophecies for the days when Christ 
was flesh, And what I want to see to prove his propostion is to show a cmversation 
between the Father and the Son before Jesus had flesh. And he can show these 
distinctions before Jesus had flesh if he wants to and then we'll see what he gets 
into if he tries to do that. And that's when we'll be right on where the issues are 
when we're doing that. Not when we're quibbling about differences between Jesus 
as rman and Jesus as God. 


And he made some comment about the first and the last that, that is one person, 
Jesus said, "I am the first and the last and the living one." Of course I already 
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mentioned that he said I had to show a verse where he said, "I am the Father, 

Son and Holy Ghost." Well I don't have to do that tonight. But I willdo it when 

I'm in the affirmative, but listen here what about the three persons in the God» 
head? But he knows as I said that he's the lst and the last.in passing in my previous 
speech, I made comment that the first and the last said, ''Beside me there is no 
God. " 


Now in II Tim. 2:5 it says, "One mediater between God and man, the man 
Christ Jesus. '' In quoting a verse he only quoted half of it in Gal. 3:20.''A medi. 
ator is not a mediator of one but God is one.'' "But'' shows contrast. You would 

«have proved you proposition but (Mod:one minute) you didn't have you, ,.,one | 
minute! Yes "but God is one. "is a special case here and I indicated that "through" i 
meant "through the flesh", "through the veil, that is to say, His flesh. "' And so he 
does not have a point there, He said about "with". I already answered that "with 
Him are wisdom and power.'' When he referred to John 1:1 "The Word was with 

God." And he put on the "put on your specks" chart and WOOOOCOQOOF!!! it was 
off again! . 





And of course you didn't see it anymore, and he went to where he said that | 
Jesus was not flesh and so on, In Ps. 110 he attempted to attack Paul's statement, | 
He said that Jesus had been made Lord. Acts 2:36, Jesus was Lord when He was 
born, Luke 2 said, "Unto you a savior is born this day which is Christ the Lord," 

He was Lord when He was born, And'made'! is either referring to His human 
nature or...(mod: time!) 


NOTE: 





There is a gap here of three pages. Mr. Ferguson's Godhead Affirmative 
begins on page 37. This is because the first night was retyped on another type 
writer on offset stencils. The debate was originally scheduled fon mimeographing 
but during the Summer we were able to switch over to offset. It was thought the 
debate would be better in appearance if it were uniformly duplicated, | 
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MR, FERGUSON'S FIRST GODHEAD AFFIRMATIVE 
Proposition to be affirmed: | 
The Senee teach that ‘ewe is one person in the Godhead;namely, Jesus Christ. 
Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, Mr. Hafley: 


Tam still, tonight, looking for that moose with green feathers to come in. I 
stated that Mr. Hafley would sooner find the Scripture where it said three persons 


in the Godhead than he would to grow green feathers on a moose!! And I thoug ht 


that he would bring the moose tonight. He brought a piece of paper over to me with 
some questions on it, and I thought for sure maybe that he had found that sc ripture 
that he and his brethren have been looking for so many years. But I'm not looking 
for him to find that scripture because it's not in the Bible. He'll sooner find aniv- 

ory billed wood pecker or a unicorn than he'll find that scripture cause it's not in 

there! So I'm happy to be representing the Churches of Christ tonight at this great 

debate between Larry Hafley and the Bible. | . l 


Of course last night he said he had some more things and he'd probably be do- 
ing better tonight so we'll just see if he's better at answering than he is at affirm- 
ing. But remember when he gets up here that he's supposed to be in the negative! ! 
He's supposed to answer arguments I make here tonight, or show that I thought I 


was making arguments but I wasn't. Now you good people, I want you to follow him 


when he gets up here and see just how much of that he does tonight. 


Now just to show probably a preview of what he's going to do tonight he's got 
me some questions which are basically a rehash and a gnawing of old bones taken 
from last night. This is a good indication that he feels that he has not done what he 





was responsible for doing last night, and that is tp come up with an affirmative. And 





these are all basically points that were answered, and I'm satisfied with theii 


wers, my brethren areysatisfied with the answers, and I'll just go over those very-. 


briefly. (These questions are evidently so that I'll be a little slow getting into my 
affirmative! ) ee | 


(Question 1) "If one made two or three visits to an offended brother would he 
thereby obey what the Lord said?" Yes, "Does Deuteronomy 19:15 teach that one 
witness would be enough to establish iniquity against another? Yes. “Did another | 
person make Aaron to be an high priest?" (Heb. 5:4) Yes. 'Did another persona 
make Christ to be an high priest?" Nọ. I went over that last night and told what 
the distinctions were, Ipyou want to go over the tape. ..({maybe he didn't ta'ke any 
notes and wants to hear 'em-again)... well just play the tape! !Bro,. Lewis isgoing 
to sell tapes, and maybe Mr. Hafley will be selling some tapes so people can hear 
the answer to that.'Did the same person that made Aaron an high priest also male 
Christ to be an high priest?" Yes. "Who was the body in Heb. 10:5?" Now I went 


- over that and explained it. The body is the Son, but the Son is much more than a 
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„~ body. And I referred my friend to Ready Answers to Religious Errors that explains 
nan is much more than a body. Human nature Covers much more than just a fle sh 
and blood body. Bassist 


Question number 7. Acts 2:27, He's even got me introducimg new arguments for 

him! He didn't make that last night! And it's not even my responsibility to go over 

< these questions. It's my responsibility to make arguments instead of fooling around 

gnawing on old bones! But that's all right we'll do a little bit of that if he wants to 

gnaw on bones, We gotta be accomodating hosts and if he wants to do that why just go 
right ahead! 


"Is the Son the flesh and blood body of Jesus Christ?" (Hafley's question) Why I 
told him that over and over again! Yes but he was much more than just a body! He 
was both God and man at the very same time yet one person!'Are believers one as 
God and Christ are one?" Well in John the 17th chapter it speaks of the wills of the 
human and divine natures and in that sense they are, but I'll have more to say about 
that at a future time. 


Now my friend's affirmative last night was rather showing distinctions between 
human and divine natures of Christ. And his Scriptures were leading in the direc- 
tion that Christ was two persons so I told him that I would debate that at a future 
date whether Christ was two or one person, And I presented him with some prop- 

' ositions to sign tonight that stated that they were two separate, distinct persons in 
he Jesushead;namely, Jesus as God and Jesus as man, 


Now he had all those verses showing distinctions in the human nature and Div- 
ine nature, and he said that they prove there was two persons. Now | think that 
if a man teaches that, he ought to be able to stand up and defend what he believes, 
in the pulpit if he's going into that. 


And then in the second proposition I asked him to sign-"Did Christ have full hu- 
manity?'' He did not come out and state that, but many of his arguments pointedin 
the direction that He did not. So I naturally wondered whether he did or not. But, 
my proposition stated that ''Jesus did not have full humanity being unlike the breth- 
ren in not having a brain or a human soul. " He shows that he does not understand 
that by continually harping on Hebrews 10:5. The reason why he's bringing itup o- 
ver and over again is that he knows he did not establish his point on that last night 
and so he's gonna bring it out again. The 3rd proposition I want him to sign is that 
There are three persons in the Godhead;namely, the wisdom of God, the hand of 
God, and the power of God. " And that's all the distinctions he was able to get inthe 
Godhead. The other distinction was Jesus as man and Jesus as God, With that I’m 
going to start my affirmative, 


And let's get slide 14 on there. Turn on the projector and slide 14'll be there. Mr, 
Hafley says there's three persons in the Godhead. Well Mr Hafley if I show you a 
‘hotograph will you believe it??? "Jesus is the photograph of the Godhead. "Turn 

=n your Bibles with me to Hebrews 1 and verse three. It says, "Who being the bright- 
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ness of His glory the express image of His substance upholding all things by the Wore... 
of His power when He had made purification of our sins sat down in majestic power} 
the highest heavens, '' And this is my argument on this ladies and gentlemen:Notice the | 
two things Jesus is. He's the brightness of the glory and He is the express image of- 
God's substance. You see in Ezekiel 1:26-28 there were three phases to the revelation | 
of God. There was one like unto a man sitting on the throne. (Ezekiel 1:26-28)and there ~ 
was a rainbow. Jesus is the glory rays around God's throne. He's also the visible exe 
pression of what God looké like. You see throughout the ages God made Himself vis - 
ible on His throne. But God-visible was not a different person from God-invisible. But. 
if he wants to maike a quibble on that, well, we'll have a little fun out of him tonight! 


Jesus was both of these things. The word "express image" indicates an impression 
on a coin and probably the modern counterpart to that might be a photograph. The word 
"substance" is included in my friend's definition of what the "Godhead" is, ‘Substance 
and l'essence", And when his brethren get into the pulpit to define this, they define it 

in terms of substance and essence so we would compare that to the Godhead. Jesus is 
the photograph of the Godhead. And when the photograph was developed it turned out to 
be a great big red ONE on it!!! 


i And God was never manifested as any more than one person. Whenever anyone in 

| the Bible saw God, they saw only one person. Abraham saw God, He saw one person, 
Isaiah saw God sitting on His throne. He saw one person. (Isaiah 6:1ff.) Micaiah in I 
Kings 22 saw God. He saw one person. And always when God is seen it's one person. 
And I want my friend to explain why the photograph of the Godhead shows one persor 
If we said the gospel preacher at Plano and Larry Hafley and the husband are three 

persons, And we got a photograph devloped and there was only one onit, then we 
_ would have to say there's only one person if that's the photograph of the preacher at 
\ Plano and Larry Hafley, > 


All right let's get the next scripture, the next slide. The Son given is the everlast- 
ing Father also.(Isa. 9:6) I'm sure that will.be a scripture not unfamiliar to many of 
you, (Isaiah 9:6) "Unto us a child is born, a sonis given.,..the government shall be 
upon His. shoulder... '' I'm sure all my friends will agree who the Son given is. Alof 
the religious world confesses that this is the Lord Jesus Christ. And then it goes on 
to say, "His name shall be called wonderful, counsellor, the mighty God, the everlast- 
ing Father, the prince of peace," I want my friend to explain that verse, I'll put the 
monkey on his back tonight. Let him open that up to us. Tell us how Jesus canbe callt 
ed the everlasting Father, whether it could just be in a sense or in a way or he cn talk 
about ''the Son given'! if he wants to. He can talk about the Father of eternity. He can 
quote Hebrews 2:13 for us. He can bring all of those things in. He can take the water- 
ed down approach, He can say that this is a great leader, and he can try to get 2 out 
of it if he wants to. We'll just see what he's going to do with that! 


Not I want to get slide 22 on there. And as we're getting slide 22 we can turnto Dt. 
32:39. And here is the speaker. It is presumably one person, It says '"I''.'""Behold now , 
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[ personally (or I, even I) am He and there is no god with me.'' Now what person 
it-that spoke those words? Well we can find out by comparing the next few veres, 
yS, "I kill, I make alive....I wound and I heal, There's no one that can save from 
f my hand because I lift up my hand to heaven and say as I live forever.. (ad then 
. kes an oath and said) I will surely shapen my glittering sword and my hand will 
old of judgment and I will return vengence to mine adversaries and to those who 
me I will repay them.’ And He said in the 42nd verse that 'My sword will devour 
Now if you look in the context of this chapter, ladies and gentlemen, we find 
it talks about the exile of the Jews and their return and then it speaks of the re- 
of Christ. The 43rd verse for instance was quoted by many of the NT people as 
ring to the return of Christ in various verses in the book of Revelation, In Rom 
for instance, it was referred to thé New.Testament (era). In many places m the 
f Revelation the imagery and the figures from this verse apply to the second 
of Christ. i 











who is the one who is going to take the sword and devour flesh? ? Well we find 
yhen we read Revelation the 19th chapter, the 11th to the 22nd verses it says}'The 
t were slain with the sword of Him that sat upon the horse.''(see last verse of 
er) And He was king of kings and Lord of lords. He was the Lord Jesus Christ, 
son who said, ‘''l am He and there is no god with me." And I wonder what the 
other persons in addition to Jesus Christ thought of that as they watched him say 
De 


t the next slide on there. That's how it's gonna be when Christ comes seated on 
right hand of God.: How many persons do you see? And do you need glasses ?This 
‘sus Christ the one that said, "There is no god with me, ''(Slide 23) 





H right let's get the next slide on here. Slide no. 25, I believe my friend introduc- A 
Jast night so I'mnot giving new material. The Father said, "The Lord said to Y, 
d'or "Jehovah said unto my lord, Sit in my power until I make your enemies E 

ootstool, " The King James reads, "Sit thou on my right hand until I make thy foes 

ot stool, 


aD 


k 


wes, 


tthe next slide on here and I'll show you how it was according to my friend's doc- 
here. All right. This is how it would be if Mr. Hafley's doctrine were right.(slide 
6) The Father told Jesus, he said, "SIT DOWN, Jesus! I'll take care of everthing! 
acing up and down! In just a few thousand years I'll take care of those foes and 
‘em your foot stool. Just leave everything to me." Jesus saidp''O. K. if you in- 
All right, Get the next slide on there. 





| He says in Ps.110 verse 5 'The Lord at thy right hand will strike through kings 
at day. "(slide 27) And the Father said, "That Lord over there on your right hand 
na take care of everthing. So relax.'! And Jesus said, ''What Lord? I don't see a- 
ord!" Now remember this is trying to picture in concrete terms what I believe Mr, 
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_trod the winepfess alone and there was none to help.'' Verse 5 says, ''He wond 


said, ''Mine own arm wrought salvation,’ Let's put the next slide up there, (#31 


r~onel’ and one here is masculine. Now in the verse Mr: Hafley quoted (John 17:2 
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Hafley to teach. He may not think that there are three that are visible up inh 
but we're just trying to illustrate his doctrine and his view of the Godhead. Bu 
is a small problem because there's only one person that shows up on the day ð 
ment .to defeat the nations! Next slide. (no. 28) hat 


One horse. One rider. No side saddle! This is how it would be if my friend 
trine were so, The Father coming hollering ''Charge!'', The three of ‘em sitt 
there. The poor horse hardly able to hold 'em all up. But whatever happened 
Father? Put the next slide on there. (no. 29) oi 


‘y The Father said, "You just leave things to me, Son, I'll take care of itl "And 
the time came what does it say here that happened? It said in Isaiah 63 spea! 
the same event, "Mine own arm brought salvation unto me." Isaiah 63:5 said 





that there was none to help. '' Well why did he wonder? Because the Father h 
"Sit on my right hand until I make your foes, your foot stool." Next slide. (#3 


Now here's the battle. The tanks are closing in. Jesus is sitting down there 
dering when the Father's gonna show up, when an additional person's gonna ci 
Father said, "Just sit around here. I'll take care of everything. The Father ¢ 
show up. He said, "He looked and wondered that there was none to help", And 


And this is God in one person. My friend wanted to know if the saints and a 
all one person as God and Christ are one person. In one sense they are and i: 
ther sense they are not. But I want to point something to my friend's attentio: 
he possibly all ready knows about. And in doing so I want you to turn to Mark 
th chapter and the 29th verse ladies and gentlemen. And we can even get som 
ground to this, There was a scribe that came and asked him what the first com 
ment is and Jesus answered that the first is "Hear O Isreel, the Lord your Go 
one Lord,'' Of course that's a mathmatical one. Number one. Not compound: 
"Thou shalt love the Lord your God with all your heart and all your soul and. 
all your mind and with all your strength. " "The second is like unto it thou shal 


thy neibhor as thyself. Greater than these there is no commandment. 


In verse 32 the scribe said to Him, ''Well, good master(or teacher) of a truth 
(And I want you to notice he says,)! There is one God." The Greek text says," 


wasn't, it was neuter. And when ''one'! is neuter, it can be one person depending 
the context or it may be unity or it may be a oneness of substance. In this case. 
llk. is speaking ofthe. oneness of the wills. It is spea king of unity or agreeme 
"one" is neuter, Of course it could refer to one person depending on the contex 
according to A. T. Robertson when one is masculine, it refers to one person. $ 
scribe said, "God is one person and there is not another except Him. " The Kin 
says, ''There's none other but He," He said, ''God is one person and there's non 
but He. '' Now I want to ask Mr. Hafley and this intelligent audience tonight how 
better and more clearer statement of my proposition be made as far as number 
sons in the Godhead than what the scribe had made here? How could he make it 
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.. different from that which I have already been affirming ‘that God is one person? And 
“notice Jesus had a great, wonderful opportunity here to explain the doctrine of the 
Trinity or whatever you want to.call it....the Godhead according to Mr. Hafley am 
_his brethren. Jesus had a great opportunity to straighten this man out, and He muf- 
ed it! He didn't take it. He didn't have any more beautiful opportunity to explain the 
Trinity or the Godhead in three persons expect in John 14:9. And I'll be going into 


- that probably later on. But he should have straightened this man out. In fact ifa rran 


came to Mr. Hafley talking like that I would predict if he wasn't thinking about going 
in the debate here, he would set him straight fast. If a man came with that kind of 
language that ''God is one person and there is none other cee! him. ', M¥. Hafley 
would set him straight fast! 


But notice what Christ said here in verse 34,''And Jesus seeing that he answered 
wisely (or prudently)! According to Mr. Hafley he did not answer wisely, He did not 





answer prudently, He said God was one person and there was none other except Him. m 
And remember he was talking about the one to whom we are to give all of our wor- 


ship to whom all worship is due. He could not have been talking about one personin 
the Trinity. He must have been talking about God as a “Whole. I'm speaking in te way 
Mr. Hafley perhaps would think. 


And Jesus said he answered wisely and he said, "You're not far from the kingdom 
of heaven. " Some religious people would say, !'You're not far from the edge of heil." 
talking like that, "Brother you better get hee ae ee out. Set your doctrine all fix- 
ed up. "! 


Well let's get the next slide up here. (#32) This is referring to the pouring out of 
the Holy Ghost, Who is the person that poured out the Holy Ghost? Well according 
to Peter in the second chapter of the book of Acts it was the Lord Jesus Christ who 
poured out the Holy Ghost. And Mr. Hafley's been so busy studying for his debates 
on miracles in the church that he has perhaps missed the 27th verse (of Joel 2)But 
the very person who poured out the Holy Ghost said, "I am Jehovah your God ard tere 
is none else.'' Just imagine the confusion in the Trinity if Jesus Christ woulds-tiave 
stood up and said, "I am God and there's none else. " "There is no God with me. "You 
can see the Father turning to the Holy Ghost and saying, ''Who does he think he is?" 
The Holy Ghost said, 'Hmmmmmph of all the nerve... him thinking that! "I wonder if 


Mr. Hafley would stand up like that among his brethren and say, ''I'm the gospel prea- 


cher here, and there's none else." I wonder also if he would say, "My brother and I 
and my father are three distinct persons but we are not three Hafleys and we're not 
three men. '' I wonder if he would say something like that? 


Well let's get the next slide on here and see what it says. (#33) Hezekiah praying 
to the "one who dwelt between the cherubim" said, ''0 Jehovah thou art God Alone. 1 
If some People were right, he would have to pray, "O Jehovahs who dwell between te 
cherubim, you guys are gods alone.!' And he had to address them in the plural here. 
(on the slide 33) And notice that there was only one person that was manifested on 
that ark because the Bible speaks about the cloud that was over the mercy seat, 





Let's get the next slide. Put it on there. (#34) 2 And here is what would happen if 
one of these great religious teachers, father so and.so, might go back in a time ma- 


aN R eime 





Mr. Ferguson's lst Godhead Affirmative page 43 


chine and try to straighten Moses out and teach him about the persons in the Godhead.-. . 
Moses might take him in there and show him that one cloud. Leviticus 16:2 says, '! l 

will appear on the cloud on the mercy seat," There was just one cloud theré on te mer- i 
cy seat, Hezekiah addressed one person and he said to him, "Thou art God alone Wel 
all right let's get the next slide on there. 





- 


(#35) All right. Deut. 4:35. Let's go ahead and take a peek at that and see what it ` 
says. Deuteronomy the fourth chapter and the 35th verse. And it says, ''It was shown 
to you so that you would know that the Lord, Jehovah, He is God and there isnme else 
beside Him." (verse 39) The King James says, ''The Lord He is God in heaven above 
and in the earth beneath and there is none else. '! 


Now who is that one Lord?. Eph, 4:5 says it's "one Lord ', one faith, one baptism," | 
Who is the Lord? In Acts 9:5 Paul asked that question. That's the question I'm ask- 
ing tonight. Who is the one Lord in the verse that says, "The Lord He is God and 
there is none else, "? We want to know which person of the Trinity or which person i 
of the Godhead or whatever terms you want to put. Who is that one personin the God- | 
head, that is that one Lord? Well Paul asked that question and the Lord said, "I am 
Jesus..."(Acts 9:5) So according to the information that Paul has given us in both 
places, we may put this statement up on the screen: "JESUS IS GOD AND THERE E | 
NONE ELSE., " Now I want to know what's wrong with that statement. It's Mr. Hafl- 
ey's responsibility to tell me. He got it a little bit scrambled here and mixed up.He 
changes it a little bit. He's got the words the same, He comes on reading the same, 
but he's got it "JESUS AND GOD. THERE IS ONE ELSE,"(And that's the Holy Ghost) 
And of course in the process he got it all bent up and the ''n'' went ZHOOOOOMMMM 
....plunk! Down there! 





And let's get the next slide on here. (#36) Now this is how Paul is going to get to- 
gether with Moses in heaven. “The're going to compare doctrines. Paul is going to be 
happy. Moses is going to be happy with what Paul had to say, but if there would be 
some other religious teachers in heaven that would try to get across the persons in 
the Godhead (doctrine) ndither of them would understand what they were talking about. ) 
"But Jesus is God in heaven above and in the earth beneath. "' Because he said there 
is one Lord. The Lord said, "I am Jesus. "(Acts 9:5) "Jesus is God and there is nne | 
else beside Him." Deuteronomy 4:35. "Jesus is He and there's no god with Him," 
(Reuteronomy 32:39) I showed in this verse that the speaker is the Lord Jesus Christ. 


I'm going to go over now here in the last two or three minutes the questions that 
I have presented to my opponent for him to consider and for him to: answer. "Is Je- | 
sus the everlasting Father?''(Nọ. 1) Number 2. "Who was right you or Isaiah? Or he | 
has an option on this he can harmonize his teaching with Isaiah if he desires. This is 
an open ended question. "Would you be willing to Sign on with Isaiah if he were ay- 
ailable? (That's in case you want to contest it!) Number three. "How many Fathers z | 
are there? Why is the theoretical person you choose to give Jesus’ title ''father'the 
Father?" Number four. "What's the difference between what the sc ribe said in Mark 
12:32 and my position about the number of persons in the Godhead? Why didn't Jesus 
correct him? Would you give him the same answer and did Ke Answer prudently as 
he described my position on the Godhead and would you describe my position on the 
Godhead as a prudent one? Am I far from the kingdom or a long ways off?" Of 
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= -Course he can answer those questions in just a little bit of time I'm sure. Number 5, 


How many Lords are there'' Who is Lord? When did Jesus become Lord?: Was He 
Lord and God in the Old Testament?" We want to know about that! Number 6, "Can 


© Jesus" name be inserted in Deut. 4:35, 39 passages without affecting the truth of the 


statement? If not why not?' Number seven. Who is the speaker in Deut. 32:39??? 
What did the other two persons think of what he said?" I want to know about that! 

= "Are you a gospel preacher and no one else?'! Number eight. Why didn't your theo- 
retical God the Father show up at Armeggedon? Where was he?Did Jesus get any 

_ help of any kind from another person? Explain Ps.110:7 where it talks about a drink 
of water, drinking from the stream by the way, according to what I already taught fre. 
people here. '! Number nine, ''Who poured out the Holy Ghost? And in what way did Je- 
sus need to receive the Holy Ghost?" We talked about that last night some. ''Whatdid 
the one who poured out the Holy Ghost say in Joel 2:27? Where does this leave the 
other persons?" And then the bonus question is!'will you accept the propositions I 
presented to you for public discussion?" And he will not, but it pretty well adequate - 
ly sums up his position on these things. So have I got any time left? (moderator: one 
and a half minutes) One and a half minutes, I guess there's not much I can start in 
one and a half minutes except to review a few things that I have mentioned in addi- 
tion to these questions.» . Oh | 


I made an argument on the''photograph of the Godhead'' that God has made Himself 
visible, Perhaps my opponent will try evento-make an argument out of this with some 
stretch of imagination that God is one person and his substance is another person.And 
f so, we'll listen to him, and I'll be back for one more speech. But. when this photo- 
graph of the Godhead was developed it came out to be a big red "one", Ezekiel 1:26.28 
He saw one person seated upon one throne, Ezekiel said he looked like a man. It's not 
my job to tell the nature and everything, how that was. It's simply God making Him- 
self visible-as one person. There was a rainbow around the throne and there was 
flames of fire and one like unto a man. A rainbow, flames of fire. One, two, three. 
Mr. Hafley would think there's three persons there. But instead I submit to you that 
Jesus is the photograph of the Godhead. No one ever has, ever will see any more 
than.one person when you go to heaven. That's all you're going to see, I respectfully 
submit this to my friend, Mr, Hafley, 


! 
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; f . get any help of any kind from another person?'! There is one God, There are three 


rsons in the deityship. The comparison and the contrast in Isa. 63:5 is.’ wbetwe en 
God and the people. God said, 'There was no people to help'' the one deity. There is 
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on that. But it-is the work of deity, not. with respect to persons in deity, but itis the 
work of deity to one divine essence. And he said I'mto-explain it of course by what 
he already taught me. I don't know what he has reference there to. 9.!''Who poured 
out the, Holy Ghost?" When do you mean, Mr, Ferguson? When? If you mean on the 
day of Pentecost the answer is in John 14:26 and John 15:26. The Father sent Him, 
Christ sent Him. One deity sent Him. "In what way did Jesus need to receive the 
Holy. Ghost?" The. Bible says that in this he was manifested as God's Son in John 1: 
31 and 1:33, "And what did the one who poured out the Holy Ghost say in Joel 2:27?" 
and ''Where does this leave the other persons?''Well that is the same answer as abe 
ove. And then the bonus question no. 1 would I accept the propositions and the answer 
to that is nos and he read them to you; and you'saw they were not what I believe. But 
I wonder why he wants to go to other propositions? How about debating these same 
propositions next week? Why are you trying to get off these spropositions, Mr. Fer- 
guson? Why go to other propositions? You've been talking about what a miserable 
failure lam. What a miserable failurl've been on these propositions, and yet you 
are the one that wants to get away from them, 


Now, Paul, it seems like something's wrong there. If I'm such a miserable flop, 
shy don't you get me on these same ones again? If I'm such a miserable flop I 
guess you have to tell the people so they'd recognize it otherwise they might no 
understand, | | 


My questions to him. Chart 2 please, Now I want you to get your Bibles people 
and follow with me now. I'm not going to just flash and hit and run and draw a lot 
of funny pictures, but I want you to notice in Matt. 18:16. This is germane. Could 
one. person make two or three visits to an offended brother and thereby obey what 
the Lord said in Matt. 18:16. Mr. Ferguson said ''yes''. Now, Jesus said in Matt. 18: 
15 if your brother will not hear you, you go by yourself and tell your brother be- 
tween you and he alone your faults and then in v. 16, Jesus said if he will not hear 
thee, you take with you one or two more that at the mouth of 2 or 3: witnesses ev- 
ery word may be established," I said, ''Could one person go two or three times and 
obey Matt. 18:16? Mr. Ferguson said, ''Yes'', Good people you read it and see if he 
could, Now that has to do with the chart 61 of the two witnesses. In chart number 
61 notice that Jesus said, 'I am not alone but land'the Father that sent me. It is 
written in your law that the testimony of 2 men is true, ''! 


_ All right in Deuteronomy 19:15 it is written that ‘one witness shall not bring in- 
- iquity against another". It takes 2 or 3. Jesus said, "I am one that bear witness of 

` myself and the Father." Now it is written that it takes two,that Iam one and the Fa- 
ther is another. Jesus quoted and referred toa passage that required two persons, 
‘Deut. 19:15) And he applied it unto himself and the Father that sent him. If this does 


aot refer to two persons then Jesus misapplied Scripture. Now what I'm trying to 


get you to see is that the Bible shows that in these cases it requires a plurality of 
persons. Matt. 18:16," a plurality> -7"Take> 2 or 3 more!’ Mr, Ferguson has denied 
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what the Lord said unequivocally and unalterably in Matt. 18:16. And so also there 


are two witnesses, 


Now Mr Ferguson if there's but one person that's a witness here:is that not just 
one witness with two or three occasions to talk about? Now I might witness that you 
are a drunkard. I might've seen you drunk three times, but I'm just one witness ,_ 
one person that has three incidents to talk about. I saw you drunk Friday night,Sat- 
urday night, and Monday morning. One witness. Three occasions. But that's not 
what it talks about here. There are two men or persons involved. Self consciou 5, 
rational individuals. "I am one", The Father is another, 


Further, I asked him, (Q2 again) "Does Dt. 19:15 teach that one witness shall be 
enough to establish iniquity against another? Turn there please. Mr. Ferguson sid, 
'Yes'', Mr, Ferguson said, 'Yes.'' Now let's read the passage. Deut. 19:15. Here m = 
is. 'One witness... one witness...shall not rise against a man for any iniquity. 
"One witness shall not..." I asked Mr. Paul Ferguson does Dt. 19:15 teach that 
one witness shall be enough and he said, ''Yes. '' Mr. Ferguson, what's wrong with 
you? Do you really mean that? Is that what that passage says? Now look at it la-. 
dies and gentlemen. I'm not being hard on him. This is the word of God, ver s us 
what Mr. Ferguson says. Now the Lord said, "It is written in your law the witres s 
of two is true..I am one and the Father's another" and cited this verse. Mr Fer~ 
guson saw the point of it, and so when I said, "Does Dt. 19:15 say one witness shall 
bewerioagh, heibaid, Yes", One witness is enough, But listen,.''one witness shall 
not rise up ‘against aman for any iniquity, eg 


Number 3 on Q2. "Did another person make Aaron to be an high priest? "Go to 
Heb. 5, ladies and gentlemen. Turn in your Bibles with me. In Heb. 5 verses 4 and 
5. "Did another person make Aaron to be an high priest?" Answer, "Yes", Al right 
let's read Heb. 5:4 and 5. Answer:Yes. ''No man taketh this honor unto himself but 
he that is called of God as was Aaron." So Aaron didn't take the honor unto him - 
self, Heb. 5:4. Another person, says Paul Ferguson, made him an high priest. Ques.» 
tion 4, Did another person make Christ to be an high priest? And he said, "No." 
Well, look at Hebrews 5:5. "So also Christ glorified ng himself." Paul Ferguson 
says, 'O yes he did.'' I said'did another person make Christ to be an high priest?" 
Paul Ferguson said.... What did you say Paul? . Ye Sas + 


eked okt Didn't you take notes? 

Hafley: What'd you say Mr. Ferguson? What'd you say? 

Ferguson: Wasn't you takin' notes, Larry? 

Hafley: Yes what did you say? But I notice the Word of God said, and I can't believe 


you'd contradict the Word of God. What's it say? Did Christ glorify himself. You 
said he did. This says he didn't. Now which is it Paul? Which is it? Now come on : 


which is it? Tell me would you! 


Now ladies and gentlemen in question no. 4 ''Did another person make Christ to be 
an high priest?" He said, ''No.'' The Bible said that Aaron gidtified not himself and 
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. Christ didn't glorify himself? But Paul Ferguson says he did. Don't you Paul? It's 
“not me that's had, ladies and gentlemen, that's the Word of God. It looks badomthe 

Baptists when they say because of the remission of sins'' in Acts 2:38. It's not me 
that's hard, It's the Word of God. 


So the chart no, 66, Notice with me, please, that the Bible shows in chart sixty- 
~six that no man taketh this honor unto himself being made an high priest buthe that 
is called of God as was Aaron. So also Christ glorified not himself, (One. ) No man 
takes this honor to himself. God made men high priests as Aaron. 'Soalso', in 
_ like manner, Christ didn't glorify himself. Paul Ferguson says he did. If he glori- 
fied himself, then the Hebrew writer erred and his "so also" is not true. 


Question 5,Q2, Did the same person that made Aaron an high priest also make 
Christ to be high priest? Now, ladies and gentlemen, this is the rich.,.I want you 
to get it, Get it please. Now, Paul, I want you to look at this, too, I don't know if 
you observed this, Now look at it. I said did another person make Aaron Ub daphe 
priest? He said, "Yes." I said, "Did another person make Christ an high priest?" 
He said, "No. " I said, "Did the same person who made Aaron an high priest also 
make Christ to be high priest. He said, "Yes," But in the question above there was 
not any person who'made Christ an nee priest. Didn't you catch that, Paul? Whats 
wrong with you? 


Was I taking notes or wasn't 1? Now, look at it, please. I said did the same person 
who made Aaron high priest make Christ high priest? He said, ''Yes, same person." 
But when I said, "Did another person make Christ high priest?'' He said, "no". What 
about that, Paul? Now then, Who's taking notes? My people can see what kind of di- 
lemma you're in tonight, Mr. Ferguson, It's obvious I don't have to point it out, All 
I have to dois give your answers. , 


Who is the body in Hebrews 10:5. Chart 89. Who is the Body in Hebrews 10:5, He 
said, ''The body is the Son." All right. If the body is the Son, then who's the "thou" 
and who's the "me"? We've already eliminated 'me'' as the Son. He says the body 
is the Son. All right the body is the Son. His words were quote: "Body is the Son," 
Lf the bady sts. the, Son, who's the ''thou''. Not the Son. All right if the body's the Son, 
and the "thou" is the Father, then who's the "'me'!!? Paul, you want to clarify or "ex- 
plainify'' some of this for us? You said the body’ s the Son. "The flesh" in that ans- 
=- wer to that question. 


And then he didn't answer no. 7. He didn't answer it. He said, ''I want to answer it.!! 
But he didn't. Now I want to know who is the "my" in Acts 2:27, Mr. Ferguson. You 
didn't answer it! Now what's wrong. Step up here. I gave an answer to 28 questions, 
and you can't answer 9 of mine. Skipped onelast night. Skipped one tonight, Now, I 
want an answer to no, 7. Who is'my" and who is the "holy one, '' Will you answer it? 

. Will you? You got one speech, Ladies and gentlemen, you watch and see if he answers 
it. 


po @rguson: You make that argument and I'll answer it! 


Hafley: Well, he's a very promising fellow. He promises he'll answer. Promises us 
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he'll answer it, I just asked him a question. I didn't make any arguments on the 
questions you asked me, and I'm not in the affirmative. I'm in the negative and 
getting me to affirm! What's wrong with you, Paul? Are you rattled? Trying to 
get me to affirm tonight now, and I'm in the negative. He says, ''You make an ar- 
gument, I'm in the negative. I'm in the negative. Did you hear Mr. Lewis < upay 
that? Did you say that, Billie? You said that for him again, didn't you, Billie? All 
right now why are you trying to get me into the affirmative? Why not step up and 
answer it? 


Now you hear what he's saying. I've answewhis questions without qualifications. 


I want to know why you won't answer it. Wel!ll see if he does. Go ahead and ignore: ` 


it Paul. This audience will wonder why. And by the way I've got a chart, You'll be 
sorry if you don't answer it. You wait'll my last speech, It's been ‘introduced con- 
cerning the "my" and the "holy one'' and I'm going to talk about it a little bit if you 
don't so yews better use your time. | 


Turn to John 17 now ladies and gentlmen. This is the Word of the Lord and I went. 


to notice that Jesus said that "I pray that believers may be, one even as we are one! 


He said, "Yes they're one as to hu.man and divine natures, '' I wonder if that's true 
of believers also Mr Ferguson? Are we one as to human nature with God? Are we? 
You said that believers and Christ and God are one as to human and Divine nature. 
Are we the same as God with respect to human nature Mr. Ferguson? In the God ~ 
head, remember. Now in the Godhead, Mr. Ferguson. Now Jesus said, "I want the 
believers to be one even as we are one. But God and Christ are one person, there- 
fore, I'm praying that believers be one person. Is that right Mr. Ferguson? Are 
believers one person? Are they? Are believers one person? Jesus said, "I'm go- 
ing to pray that the believers be one 'even as we are one''', Are believers one per- 
son? He says that God and Christ are one, and we want to be one Dene just like 
they are, I want you to deal with that humanity business. 


And then he said, ''Well we're looking for a moose with green feathers that says 
three persons.'' Yes and we're wanting his feathers to turn red when he says we 
find one that says one person in the Godhead. Now we saw where it says there is 
one God, but in chart no. 1, ladies and gentlemen let us notice that we're not deal- 
ing tonight, the issue is not, is there one God? 


Thank you Bro. Kibler for the chart. He says, "Try to gnaw on these bones." He 
said I want to gnaw on these bones. Well try a little scripture, Mr. Ferguson.We're 
here to debate scriptures not bones. And he said if I doubted....He thought Idoub- 
ted the full humanity of Jesus Christ. He acts like he didn't kaos if I believe Jaona 
was fully human, Chart no, 60. 


Where were you last night Mr. Ferguson? You acted like I doubted the full human- 
ity of Christ; and I cited this chart that said, "Jesus was a man, fully man", Where 
were you when I cited that chart? Chart no. 58. Where were you when I cited this 
chart that says he was completely man as we are man, but Jesus was genuinely God, 


genuinely man, Does the fact Jesus was completely man mean that he is the only per- ~~~ 


son in the manhood? No more so then the only person in the Godhood. 
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_ Now then his first chart no. 14, His first slide no. 14. Now on this in Heb.1:1 he | 
said there is one photograph and that photograph is God, the one person. New then : 
- I want us to notice. please that the Bible shows in Hebrews 1] that God spoke through 
the prophets and God spoke through Christ. Now go to Heb. 1 and look at verse one, 
God spoke through the prophets and God spoke through Jesus. Are the prophets one 
person? No more than God and Christ are one person! 


Notice, he is the express image of his person, What? He, Christ, is the express 
image of his person, And the Father said in v. 8 of Heb. 1,''Thy throne, O God." So 
` the Father called the Son deity. "Thou art my Son, "Then he said Abraham and Isa- 
iah and Micaiah saw one person. He assumed it. He asserted it, but he gave no 
scripture. You said Abraham, Isaiah and Micaiah saw one person. Where's the 
scripture, Mr, Ferguson, that says it. You didn't give it. The Bible says in John 1: 
18 that no man hath seen God at anyvtime to literally see. 


And then he came to his Isa. 9:6 chart, and he says, ''Is he the everlasting Father?'' 
Yes and Heb. 2:13 is the answer. Jesus is the Father in the sense that the Bible says 
in Heb, 2:13 that God gave him children and Isa. 53:10 says he has children, But he is 
a father, but he also has a father. Now I'ma father, Mr. Ferguson, but I'm not my ow i 
fathe r, I'm a son, but I'm not my own son. Now Jesus is.a father. He has children , i | 
Heb, 2:13, but he's not his own father. Jesus Christ the son of the Father. (II John 3) ` ; | 
Look at it. 'Grace, mercy and peace from the Lord Jesus Christ, the Son of the Fath- 
er." He's a father, and he has a father. Now I'ma father, but I'm not my own fath- 
er, I also have a father. Jesus is a father, and he. also has a father. He's a son, but 
he's not his own son. 





. And then he came to Micah 2:10 ''One God'' Yes there's one God and one father, but 
I want you to notice Matt. 23:9, Jesus was speaking and he said "your father in heaven!! 
And there's Jesus speaking on earth, How many is that Mr. Ferguson? Jesus was speak- 
ing. He talked about your father which is in heaven and there he is on earth talking. i 


And he came to Deut. 32:39. His chart 22. His no. 22. He came to Deut, 32:39. Well 
the answer to that, ladies and gentlemen, is verses 12 and 37 where it's the contrast 
between idols and God, The answer to this is verses 12 and 37 of Deut, 32 that show it Eara 
compared with idols. There was no other deity. iv 


iRev. 19.. But I want us to notice iat the answer to Rev. 19 is I Cor. 15:27 and 28, 
Concerning the end of time how many persons are going to be there“in the end of 
time, Mr. Ferguson? Well in I Cor. 15:27 and 28 when he gets to Rev. 19, let's notice 
it. The Bible said he has put all things under his feet, I Cor. 15:27."But when he saih 
he put all things under him itis manifest that he is excepted that did put all things 
under him. So when all things shall be subdued unto him, thepshall the Son also Him- 
self be subject unto him that put all things under him that God may be all in all. " So . 
God put Christ over things, and the God's going to be all in all Now there's the ans- 
wer, ladies and or to Rev. 19, 


= And then chart no. 7, He came to'the right hand, He sgid, ''How many do you see on 
the right hand?" Chart, 7.On the right hand, And he had a bunch of illustrations. Now 
I'm not going to.draw illustrations I'm going to cite verses. Granted being on the right 





God. Yes, they believe there's one God but the devils also said, "Thou art the: 


~~ 1) Notice in verse 5 "The Lord laid on him the iniquity of us all," It should - 
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hand denotes power. Jesus said power was given to him. Who gave it? All 
given to me, Who gave it? God set him at his own right hand. Did he sit Jes 
man,as flesh, at his own right hand, Mr. Fe rguson? Now you talk about Jesu 
and Jesus as God. God set him at his own right hand, Jesus at God's right h 
phen saw Jesus on the right hand of God. (Acts 7) ee 


















His chart on how the 2nd coming would be. How the 2nd Coming would be, A 
now concerning how the 2nd coming would be about the Lord, if the doctrine c 
nity is right. Well let's notice please,"'I'm going to come again. ' And all of: 
ter about the Lord's Coming again. The Bible shows that God has made him ¢ 
judge. There's two. Acts 17:31 in chart no. 67. Let's notice again that Jesus 


Jesus is Lord. God made him lord. And notice "The Lord said unto my lord 





Lord laid on himself the iniquity of us all. Yes deity, God, is Lord, Jesus is ; 
Jesus is Lord, | . | = 
There is one God the Father. (I Cor. 8:6) "And one Lord Jesus Christ." (1 ¢ 
6) Let us notice Rev. 3:21. Go back to how the second coming would be. Howth 
coming would be. (Rev. 3:21) Now ladies and gentlemen, note Rev, 3:2]. He's 
all these fellows seated here and says it can't be now. Now Jesus said, "To } 
overcometh I'll grant to sit down with me in my throne even as Talso overca 
Sat down with my father in his throne. ' Now then, Mr. Ferguson, if God and 
on the throne are one person, Jesus said Christians are going to sit down witl 
(Rev, 3:21) We're going to be on the throne with Christ just like he's on the th 
with God the Father. Are we going to be one person in heaven, Rev, 3:21? Are 
He said, "You're going to sit there even ag I do. " There's going to be a plura: 
persons when we're with the Lord. And so there could be also. "even as! Inn. 








fannie. 


And he came to Isa. 63:3 and 5.A comparison to people as I Said. And then“ 
No. 65, My éhart 65. He said God is one. That's not the issue. I'll amen the fact 
ies and gentlemen that God is one. He cited Gal. 3:20 to show God is one, Wel 
the Bible said the people is one. Does that mean th're one person in Gen. 11$ 
and Apollos are one. (I Cor, 3:8) Were they one person, Mr. Ferguson? Paul sai 
Apollos were one. Now he says God is one means God is one person, Well Pat 







Get his "God is one". Now the devil said that God is one but the devils also s 
"Thou art the Son of God. "(Jas 2:19) The Bible said the devils helieve there's 


of God.''in Matt. and Mark repeatedly, They also said that. And then Mark 12:2 
He was talking about there was one deity. And then in Mark 12:36 just 2 verses 
from Mk, 12:34 he quoted Ps, 110:1, "The Lord said into my Lord. "The Holy Għ 

said, 'The Lord said to my Lord; " There's a plurality of persons when he's talking 
about the one deity. Then he said Jobn 10:30 is neuter and may refer to what it: 
He knows better than to get hung up on that. He knows better than that. He knows 
there's not one person in John 10:30. John 10:30. Does that mean one person, Mr, 
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Ferguson?I'll ask you directly. Is th 
head and answer that question as you 
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ere one person meant in John 10:30? You go a. 
see fit, 


He said, "I want a clear statement from Mr. Hafley. '' Well I want a clear statement 
on the one person. I know there's one God. . 


And then he said, "Who poured out the Holy Spirit? Well now notice please, His''Je- 
Sus poured out the Holy Spirit", His "Jesus poured out the Holy Spirit, '' All right, if 
Jesus Christ poured out the Holy Spirit let's just stop. There's two, Jesus Christ 
poured out the Holy Spirit. There's two. That's more than one, That defeats your 


Own proposition, Thank you, Mr. Fer 


guson, 


Chart 72, Aplurality may be one. The saints with one mind and mouth glorify God, 
(Rom. 15:6) A plurality of persons may act as one. The disciples are one but not ae 


person, And then he came to Isa. 37:1 
with idols. Lev. 16:2 doesn't say one 


6. The answer's in v.19 which is a comparison 
person will sit on the mercy seat. One Lord 


will. Yes, amen. It doesn't say one person. 


Dt. 4:35 and 39. Verse: 28's the ans 


wer, It's a comparison between one deity of 


one God and idols, And then Jesus is God. He wants to know what's wrong with that. 
He contrasts Moses and Paul. Chart no. 67, My 67. Yes Moses and Paul agree there 
is one Lord. But the Lord Sid unto my lord. The Lord said unto me, ''Thou art my 


‘Son. '' (Ps. 2:6 and 7) Yes there's one 


Lord. One deityship, but God made him Lord 


and ©hrist. So that covered his Speech entirely. Thank you very much ladies and 


gentlemen. 


1 


r aretara. 








MR, FERGUSON'S SECOND GODHEAD AFFIRMATIVE 
Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, Mr. Hafley: 


I think that | can say tonight, ladies and gentlemen, that my only serious opponent 
here, my only real adversary, that I need to worry about is the clock! That's the 
only opposition I'm going to get tonight. Mr. Hafley's supposed replies, attempted 
replies have actually strengthened my case...what he thought were answers. Now 
I pointed this out tonight before that we can do nothing against the truth butfor the 
truth. My friend got up here and hollered 'CHARGB", and he retreated right a- 
way after seven minutes of ''arswering" and he went into the affirmative AGAIN! 
Into AFFIRMATIVE material that he was supposed to have got over last night! |! 
But he still has not established the points on the mind's of this audience and still 
wants to take up those old points that I've taken away from him and shake 'em at. 
because he wants to get'em back and he realizes in his mind that he has not done 
the job that he said that he would do. 


And he said, ''Ferguson's gone ahead and spoiled everthing and told the people 
that I did that." And he said, "They wouldn't have known that if I hadn't told them! 
Well six that's what I'm here for. I came to expose you that you are not teaching 
the truth. And I didn't come me to play around tonight. I came to teach the truth, And 
so I intend to expose you as a teacher of false doctrine. And I want you to answer 
these things tonight. 


He spent about half his time "answering" these things and half his time in the 
affirmative tonight when he's supposed to be in the negative. I think if some of 
these guys ever met an argument they'd be like the fellah' that was walking past 
the grave yard. It would scare them to death!!! Theyshave to run like crazy. 


Well I'm en to go over the'answers"' to my questions, Yes I made my (iced dean 


he still ee abod half bis time in answering! If I had 8 or 9 little old questions he d 
have answered in 4 or 5 minutes and spent the rest of his time b.-a-a-a-a-a-a-a-a- ck 
at last night. You see he wasn't happy about last night, I don't know how many of you 
folks weren't here , but Mr. Hafley was not satisfied with his hour that he had, He had 





an hour to get this Materai across, and he's still trying to get it before the people,!! ` 


And so that's just an indication about how he feels about that. And I guess he feels like 


he needs me to help him. He keeps trying to get me to break my agreement that I sign. . 


ed with him and I signed to speak for 30 min. and let him speak for 30 minutes and he 
keeps trying to get me to violate that which I signed. Well Mr, Hafley I would suggest 
to you that I am very happy with what I'm doing with my 30 minutes. Now if you're not 
satisfied with what you're doing with your 30 minutes that's just fine, but I believe my 
30 minutes are adequate, And ladies and gentlemen I answered every one of his vee 
tions direct including the one that he has presented to me the second time around, 


Thy 


And he has complained at me for not nee a good job on what I wan't supposed to be . 


doing in the first place! Some guys really got a lot of nerve on that, Well I'll get t 


these questions after while. I shouldn't do it because I'm here to affirm tonight, Pa rc^ 


not here to rehash. If you want warmed over leftovers that Mr. Hafley TRIED to getus 
to eat last night. . of course we didn't eat'em. . So he said, "Well I'll just get'em ard serve 
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ni And maybe: somebody'll take 'em this time!" No! We won't take 'em this 
the next night. 


let's go over his answers, "Is. Jesus the everlasting Father?" And he ad- 
at he is so we're glad to get his-concession on the proposition here! I wart 
Ts ladies and gentlemen some of the (...answers). I'm here to presentimy 
ts. I'm not here to piddle around and gnaw on something from last night!!! 
A that, but I don't have to get to that. I did it last night if you want to bar- 
ape. If you want to buy some well we're selling them for a modest sum. If 
ye recorder didn't work where I pulled the rug out from under you on every 
age ace why just go right fens and we'll be selling those tapes and 


ow: how. He saat gaidit He said, "I'm in the negative tonight! And that was nt a 
all that it wapi !! Him saying it!! Just'cause you call a fox in a henhouse a ane 


gative. You gotta' ANSWER)!.!!!!!!!!! AND THAT'S SOMETHING HE'S 
ONE; ANSWER! He attempted to answer Isaiah 9:6 by quoting Hebrews 2: 
he "I" there doesn't refer to Christ at all. It is a quotation, ladies and 
ñ; from the book of Isaiah. And it's not even speaking about Christ as. a 
want him to do his background reading on some of these. He hasn't done 
well as I believe'the tapes will show from last night. | 





he: affirmative, and I'm not gonna fool around with this extra stuff, I'm 
what I'm supposed to do tonight. If Mr. Hafley won't do it, that's ROUGH 
And he needn't come barkin' up my tree and complaining because he did 
s. job right last night. It wasn't my fault. Next time he debates I'll sit at 
and be his moderatora and help him out and make sure he gets that if he 
_He might not choose ;me for his moderator. My doctrine might not suit 
g ood. He might get a few bones stuck in his throat. 





attoe, ladies and gentlemenj the two verses right before Heb. 2:13.See Mr. 
ist picks out litle proof texts here and there and yonder. "Oh. Oh... a.a.a.a. ! 
ks good, " Like the geese pickin' out corn. He gets all the rocks. It says in. 
Both the sanctifier and those who are sanctified are all of one through: 
ason he is not ashamed to call them BRETHREN, "' And then he quotes sev- 
ses which establish the fact that Christ is brethren with the people of God. 
e shares the same nature and that he is the fruit of David, the seed. of 
nd he is a brother with us. He quotes certain verses. And he gets around 
"And again." And that's one of the formulae that the Hebrew writer uses 
ce Scripture. And he quotes Isaiah 8:1%,18.in Hebrews 2:13. He says,'Be- 
nd the children which God gave me, '' Isaiah 8:18 says,''Are for signs and 
' You see Isaiah had two kids and he named them after things in his min- 
» had Shear-yashuv which means'a remnant shall return'', And that's what 
ned. And then he said there'll be another son given to me badcuse I'm the 
j; aham. And he'll be born of a virgin and he'll be "God with us" and he'll 
3 erlasting Father" but he'll be brethren with those other two because he 
elated to them in that he'll be of the same seed. I want him to mention and 
‘Isaiah 8:18. See this is his argument: 
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Becuase Isaiah had children, then he reasons that Jesus and Goda 
And Jesus as God cannot be God, the father. 


eee 


P a ge ie 5 
re two 


And he had no argument on that because the"'I'' was referring to Isaiah, an 
trying to establish that Christ and Isaiah's children are brethren because th 
all children of Israel, They are related. "Brethren" does not necéssarily me 
Hebrew Old Testament that he had to be an immediate brother, They can be 


ren" according to the relationship of the seed of Abraham. 


And then I'm just going to go over some of the things that he has said on i 

am going to hold my time here vhile I get some of these other answers he di 

dare take. He might take them in his last speech and present new material, 

not worrying about that because he hasn't showed ANYTHING new in an hou 

- half of Speaking. He won't show anything new when he comes Thursday. He 

be showing anything new this time next year! So I could care less if 
present new material. Now let's get slide 19 on there. 








he wants 


Hafley's Moderator: Point of order! Are you holding time? | 
Mr. F: Sorry about that. It shouldn't be held. Ha, ha, I got carried away. 


" Being a father doesn't mean you can't have a father, '' UNLESS, ladies and: 
men, there's only ONE father, And Micah (sic:Malachi) 2:10 says plainly, '" 
not all one Father, hath not one God created us." HOW MANY FATHER S D 
HAVE? HOW MANY DOES THAT MAKE? AND HOW MANY FATHER'S IS IT 
TO MIC, 2:10? "HAVE WE NOT ALL ONE FATHER?" Mr. Hafley says ''twot! 
says "ONE" and we've got a choice to make between Mr. Hafley and Micah. wr 
ONE. Micah says ''One Father", Then he got that verse I had on the screen. ] 
ed about the ''father in heaven", oe 


And he said, ''That's two persons. '' Well the father's in earth too. He fill 
and earth. And Jesus fills heaven and earth but that doesn't mean that there's 
persons. The Father was omnipresent and mast of the Father was in heaven: 
doesn't mean there was a guy up in heaven with a long grey beard. If you wer 
first floor and had one foot on the stairs, you would probably say you were o 
floor. The Bible said, ‘Heaven is my thione, earth is my foot stool.'' So Jesu 
merely telling the people where most of God was. And the reference is betwe 
and man and not two persons. There! In fact he shouldn't have ever quoted M 
and 9 because that says, ''Call no man your father upon the earth because "on 
your father in heaven. "And he's got two up there. And I wonder whether he thi 
God is our grandfather or not. He might not answer this. If Jesus is our fathe 
another person is his father that makes God our grandfather, And then you ca: 
from that that there's only one father, And he can't defend this from any way 
any standpoint! At least in what he's done so far he hasn't. He might do som 
in his last speech. I don't know. But I'm going to go on and affirm here. ` 


I'm just going to go over his answers to my questions. He got to number: fọ 
it says,''What's the difference between what the scribe sajd?" He said the scr 
Said ''Deityship" and not persons. He did not!!! He was talking about persons 
Hafley said it's just a quality:Deityship. Something abstract! He thinks that th 
stance of God is a separate person from God. Then he's got the Father, Son a 


Holy Ghost and the substance of God being each persons. There are 4 persons in 
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Godhead. And anybody that's ever read Mark 12 knows that it was talking about per- 


sons. He said that "You shall love the Lord your God with all your heart, with - “all 
- your mind and with all your soul." It's not talking about deityship but it's talkin g it 
er 


about persons. It's talking about the Lord is one. And he brought out the compound rd 


“one in attempting to answer some of these things. They're answered by compound l. 


TE 


How does compound one ‘fit there? That we are to love God with all our soul, mind 
and strength because the persons in the Trinity are one and they get along good tog- 
ether or does the answer to that indicate that there is one person who is due all of 
our devotion? And how could he get one person like that when he's got it separated 
out among the three? ??? You give Jesus a third, the Father a third, and the Holy 


Ghost a third. 


And it's not talking about deityship. It's talking about persons. And I showed that 
because it's masculine. He said, "Paul and Apollos are one." Well "one'' is neuter 
there. And this indicates that it could be or could not be persons. And he said is it \\ 
one person in John 10:30? Well I told you that you have to decide that from the: con- } | 
text. Read the context” of John 10:30. In the verse right before it said: 





The sheep are in the father's hand. , 
The sheep are in the Son's hand. No man can take them out, 


Now if you've got five pennies in one hand. If Mr. Hafley has 5 pennies in his one 
hand and it says the pennies are in Mr. Hafley's hand and in the Plano preacher's 
hand. They can't be in another person's hand. So it must be one person there.''One'' 


is anette r word! 
karg a amaer 


es 


But the eat is. The point that I made..(The one he's trying to forget)...is that 
when "one" is masculine it is person and when it's neuter it may be person or it 
may refer to "unity of the wills'for instance in John 17:22. The tapes will show he 
has never answered many of the things that I said about John 17. And so he has no / 


point 


He took Galatians 3:20 and said the devil believes he's the son of God. Well I 


explained that the Son was the relationship between the flesh and the Spirit and so 


on. And I recognize that. And he said, ''Compound one/!' How does compound one fit 


that? The devil believes that all of the persons in the Godhead are a unity and he 


trembles because of that? ?? Or does he tremble because he believes there is no 
other God besides this one and the rest of them are false. 


Well his (Chrisp é € iim Mati "gg: 295ta) peplyusbyiously; would not beqrgferring to 
a compound one) if somebody said, "There's one person and there's none other but 


he," And that was not talking about deityship, some abstract quality. And Jesus 


plainly taught that when he said, "Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart" 
And he did not touch this argument on the masculine "ONE". Nor has anyone that's 
ever appeared in the pulpit ever touched it. 





And why didn't Jesus correct him? He didn't reply to that! Why didn't Jesus start 
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teaching on the Trinity and getting him straight. And he did not prove that he was 
talking about deityship. It was talking about persons there. He said he answered 
prudently, Another concession of the proposition! !! 


"How many lords?" He said "one", Ephesians 4 and 5. He said God was the 
Lord, He was tryin' to dodge here. Jesus is the Lord. Jesus is one Lord. He said, 
"Why are you trying to add things?" And I'm not trying to add things. But you have 
added things in that you have not found your proposition. that you brought before the 
audience tonight anywhere in the Word of God. You are doing that which you have 
accused me of doing. I said, "When did Jesus become Lord?" He implied that he beu 
came Lord at His ressurrection. Well the point of Acts 2:36 "He made Jesus both 
Lord and Christ," Jesus was Lord and Christ all along. And the Word there could 
mean "establish" as I could show from Bauer's Lexicon because when Jesus came 
into the world he was "a savior which is Christ the Lord.'' (Luke 2) And he said, 
"You call me master and Lord. You say well for so lam.'' As God he did not stop 
being Lord but as man about 11 cubic feet of God that was visible upoin heaven gave 


up, he empties himself according to the very verge that he used in Phill 2:6. Maybe # 


he will try to make two persons out of it. 


I don't know whether he will or not. But let's read Phil. 2:6. It says, ''Who being 
in the form of God did not consider being equivalent to Divine nature a thing to be 
grasped, " And that does not teach two persons. First of all the word ''form'! means 
the visible image of what a person is inwardly. Now your visible, external appear - 
ance is sort of an image of what your like and your behavior. And your that and you 
are not two persons. And the words "equal to God" do not refer to two persons for 


two reasons. First of all there is na:''the'" on God, In Dana and Mantey's grammar 


it states when it talks about the article... I had the passage marked, .. Well, may þe 
I should hold my time and get the page on that so Mr. Hafley may examine it.( Do 


“you have Dana and Mantey? Would you like me to make that available for your ex- 


amination ?) 


Mr. Hafley: No sir because you said hold your time. It's not necessary. You can 
cite a commentary if you want, what they say; but I'll take this (holds up Bible). 
You make whatever they said. Gog ahead. Start his time. You: make whatever 
you want, 


* Ferguson: They have established this rule. That's a rule in Greek grammar that 


when the article is absent from a word that nature is stressed. The nature of the 
word is stressed rather than persons, And generally when the article, the "the", 
is on there it's a special reference to persons, The point that I'm making heye is 
that since the article is absent here, Mr. Hafley cannot say it's equal to a person. 
It's equal to Divine nature.And I want you to note also that the word "equal! is a 
neuter plural in the Greek text also indicating it's not talking about persons. It is 
indicating that Christ had powers equivalent to Divine nature. And if Mr. Hafley 
wants to say that Divine nature is a separate person of the Godhead then he'll have 
four person:the Father, Son and Holy Ghost (and the Div. nature). He teaches that he 
Godhead is more or less divine nature. He called it deityship. This is a law dealing 
with words » and he will have to surmount this if he wished to make an argument œn 
that, 
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_ asked, "Was Jesus Lord and God in the Old Testament?" He said, "Yes. When 
he said that he comitted theological suicide because of the fact that there's one 
Lord, and that the Lord said that Iam Jesus. That all held true back in the Old 
_Testament and Jesus ' name and these statements are true about the Lord Jesus 

Christ that, "He is God and there's none else.'' And it may be inserted. And he 
said he didn't like to insert. I wonder why he does it so much! 


~ . Bute said Deuteronomy 32:39 was referring to deity. He did not make any. 
attempt to prove this. He said a little bit later that it was referring to idols and 

of course IJ-agree with this that idols are mentioned in the context of the Isaiah 
verses, It's talking about Babylonian idols and also even in Deuteronomy it's talk- 
ing about the exile into Babylon, And I think mr. Hafley has gota little exile into 
Babylon and picked up some idols there because an idol is anything that does not 
look like God, that is not what the word said God is. If he drew a picture of a moose 
and said that's God, he's got him an idol here because that's not the way God is, 
And he's got two persons that he's made up on paper. He's got a couple of Babyl- 
onian idols there. Those verses in Isaiah in the 47th and 48th chapter... There's 
verses there that were quoted in the book of Revelation of the false religious sys- 
tem, Babylon, It says,"“Come ye out from among them. ''(Isa.47 and 48) And that 
fits him real good. He's got some things from that false religious system. Some 
of those idols there. That fits hirm good. But he did not deal with this:Who is the 
speaker? of Deut. 32:39?" And he didn't say about the others, He said that the 
others concurred. But this was a person. And I showed that this was a person & 
the context shows that its contrasting God to those which other thought were God. 
And Mr. Hafley's got two artificial persons down on paper that he thinks are god, | 
and we are talking about persons here. In these verses: In Deut. 32:39 "There is ; 


no God with me," 


He is saying that there's no persons up there! It would be foolish for him to say i 
there's no blocks of wood up there in heaven with me, That would not fit the context i 
But he's telling the people that there's no persons up there with me that are God!!! ! 
You see they thought that these idols were persons. And that's what the teaching is | 
that there's no persons besides the one that's gonna come with the sword and fight ; 
the battle. And he got into that Deut. 1:10 and he never did answer any of that (sic ! : 
Ps. 110) : ) ad 


He said Jesus showed up when Deity showed up. That shows he's learning a little 
bit here, that the contrast in that verse is between human and Divine nature. When it 
says "speak"... Any speech between Christ and God is a reference to the fact that 
Christ had a human brain and human center of consciouness. And itis God that de- 
feats the nations. As man Jesus could only probably defeat two or three of 'em, but 
as God He defeats all of them. And where does the Father show up’at that time? It 
was the Lord Jesus Christ, one person, one horse and one rider. And there was no 
< person to help Hirm. He said that it referred to "people". But there are also verse in 
Isaiah 63 which do not mention people and so he has no point there. And Ps.110 and 
rerse seven says, "He shall drink from the brook by the way! when he finishes judg- 


| ~ing the nations. This of course is referring to the human nature of Christ. As man 


He had a will. He wanted a drink. But as ;God he had none of these things. And allof 
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Mr. Hafley's distinctions may be explained by simply appealing to the fact of the hum-. - 


an and Divine nature, 


And as he was answering the question ''Who poured out the Holy Ghost?'', he got 

i . kinda' mixed up there, And he brought in Jobn 14:26 and 15:26 where it says in one 
place the Father's gonna send the Holy Ghost and in another place the Son's gonna 
send the Holy Ghost and he kinda' got confused on who's gonna send it. He might 
take up to Acts 13 and say the prophets sent the apostles out and the Holy Ghost sent 
'em out, He hasn't got a point on Acts 13 cause that is not the word for "send" there 
in the Greek text where he sent them out. It's just the word for dismiss. They just 
let them go. I believe the word is'apoluo"there and so he doesn't have apoint on that. 
¿ But he got kinda mixed up and he hurt himself a little bit on that. I told you that as he 
k was "answering" he was building points for me on that!!John 14:26 and 15:26, 


As man Jesus needed the power of the Holy Ghost. As man he received it. Not 
according to His Godhead does He need extra power. And we went over that last 
night where as God He needs nothing, but as man the Bible says the Son can do no- 
thing of Himself including exist. In John 6 He said, "I live through the Father, ''speak- 
ing of Himself as man. And He was nota self existent person and therefore Christ 
as man and Chtist as God are only one person. (Moderator: 5 minutes 1) 


He never did react to what the person said who poured out the Holy Ghost who was 
Jesus according to Acts 2:33. JESUS SAID(Now he has to show that Jesus didn't say 
it in order to protect his doctrine, ) Jesus said, "I AM GOD AND THERE'S NONE 
ELSE." And he never showed HOW THAT JESUS CAN SAY THAT AND THERE NOT 
BE CONFUSION IN HEAVEN!!!!! He said it's not talking about persons but all thru 
Isaiah the Bible is trying to teach that there are not other beings who are God besides 
Jehovah. But of course he said he wouldn't debate me on these things so I guess that 
shows that he will not defend these things which he was bringing up. All of his dist- 
inctiow, I showed last night, were in the Divine and human nature, He said they were 
two persons. So he's not willing to defend that. He got to talking about the photograph 
of the Godhead. 


And he stressed the word "persons" which is not there (Heb. 1:1ff) The word is 
Uhypiostasis'', and it did not mean "person" at the time the New Testament was writ- 
ten. If took that meaning later in Church history. It means "substance", and it means 
"Godhead", It means Jesus is the photograph of the Godhead. And he quoted Heb. 1:8 
which said, "Thy throne, O God..." Well I don't object because Jesus was both God & 
man at the same time and yet one person. And I don't have to explain how that could 
be. The Bible just says it, and I take it by faith. But that could also be translated, 
"God is your throne..." 


And of course he said John 1:18, 'No man hath seen God. " And he said that means 
literally see. No it doesn't!!!! That is the word "horao' and that rather means or 
could mean "'perceive'' and it does not mean to literally see. The word "blepo'' means 
to literally see, It means no one has understood God at any time, And it does not 


mean that God-visible is one person and God-invisible is another person. In fact he's ` 


got that problem if he wants to make a person out of God-visible because the Bible 





a PT re er a n 











one 


G , 


epee ney 


H 
i 
a 
esi 
: 


ui 
oo PIG 
w: 





page 62 Mr. Hafley's Final Godhead Negative 
~- thou, tell us! | 


' FERGUSON: I'll give you one, I have this in print. The 'thou' could very well be 
referring to David. Because David Spake conerning him. There could be a cont- 
rast between David's soul. David wrote the Psalm. David says, 'You won't suff- 
er thy holy one to see corruption. 


HAFLEY: Thank you very much. All right. Now then, could be David, didn't say it 
was. Now, Paul, you said it could be. All right let's see now. David was speaking 
in verse 25,'"'I foresaw the Lord always before my face." Now then, David said thou 
wilt not leave my. soul in hell neither wilt thou suffer thine holy one to see corrup- 
tion. " You mean David didn't leave Jesus' soul in hell? ??? Was it David that did 
not let him see corruption? It wasn't David. Who's the''thou''? Is the thou, David? 

Who's the thou? 


FERGUSON: "I" is David and "thou" is God". The "thou" is God. 


HAFLEY: Well thank you very much the ''thou'' is God. All right then who is. . who 
is..chart 95, Who is the fallah that says ''my''? Who's the "my" then? All right! § 
"Thou" is God. Now who's the "my"? Tell us, Paul? We've got one. That's God. 
Now who's the 'my'"now Paul? Tell us. 


FERGUSON: Could be David, 


HAFLEY; "My" is David. And so David said you'll not leave my soul in hell... not 
going to let David's body see corruption. But notice Acts 2 and verse 29. ''He is 
both dead and buried and his flesh hath seen corruption. ! . 


FERGUSON: That wan't what I said. I said that the body was Christ and the soul 
was David. | | 


HAFLEY: All right now then. Back up chart 95. We got it clear now. The body is 
Christ, and the soul is David's. Is that right? All right now the body is Christ. The 
soul is David's. Who's \theg!2s Who's !'thou'! 2: Wetreback to: "thou" now? He's the | 
one that back off, You just heard him say it. We've got Christ as the soul and David 
as the body. Now friend Ferguson, who's "thou? Come on tell us Paul. Who's thou? 
_ It's not David. It's not Christ. Who is it? 


FERGUSON:'T already told you. It was God! 


HAFLEY: All right it's God, and then there's Christ and then there's David. How 
many is that? One person? How many is that Paul? Paul? Yessir! The're not 
laughing for you. no '- 

FERGUSON: Twe conceded you've proved that David and God is two persons, I'l] 


~ dmit that. Yow didi all right on that!!! 


HAFLEY: All right now let's look at the text of Acts two. David is writing concern- 
ing the’Christ. And notice that verse 31 of Acts 2 shows that David spake of the 
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ressurrection of Christ that Christ's soul was not (Acts 2:31) left in hell neither 
did Christ's flesh see corruption, "Back to the chart, He said that it was Christ's 
soul and it was David's body, But verse 31 shows that Christ's body... 
FERGUSON: It's true of both of 'em. 

HAFLEY: O, now it's true of both of 'em. 

FERGUSON:Sure! 


HA FLEY:Both of them! So David's body didn't see corruption. Did D vid's body 
see corruption? 


FERGUSON: No, the soul bit is true of both of 'em, 

HAFLEY:The soul bit. No’ both of'em but the soul bit is true of Christ. 
FERGUSON: Yea! 

HAFLEY:David's soul was not left in Hades. David's soul's not there. 
FERGUSON: It will not be left in Hades. 


HAFLEY:Well, is Christ still there then? David was still there. Is Christ still in 
hades? . 


FERGUSON: David said," You will not. He didn't say, You have not..." 


arie a - 


HAFLEY: This isi$peaking of the ressurrection, It's already accomplished friend 
Ferguson. Verse 31, When the ressurrection came, they got out of it! Now, I want 
to know did David get out of it? [t's true of both of 'em. 


FERGUSON: It will be true at some time or another of both of 'em. It said, "You 
will not leave..." In faith he said that, 


HAFLEY; Well, it didn't say sometime. it said that of the ressurrection of Christ. 


FERGUSON: If that were true in the ressurrection of Christ, it doesn't necessarily“ 


mean that it would have to be in the verse. 


HAFLEY: All right Christ is speaking. David is doing the writing, and he is using 
speaking of Christ, the ressurrection of Christ,.. back to Acts 2 and verse 27 and 


so the Christ is saying that in verse 25 "I foresaw the Lord always before my face! 
Now itis David that wrote the Psalm’ But itis of the Christ that he is speaking and 


Christ is personified. And then Christ says, "My heart was glad} v. 26. Now he says 
"Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell neither wilt thou suffer thine holy one 
to see corruption," 


You're not going to leave me in Hades. My Spirit in Hades. My bady's not going 
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-to stay in the tomb. Now Peter says in verse 29,''Men and brethren let me tell you. 
. It's not talking about David because David is still decayed. David is still decay- 


od: But what's he talking about? ‘Being a prophet he's speaking of the fact that he 


raised up Christ. And Christ said "thou" to another, not PRERE of David. No bo- 


dy knows that better. 
. FERGUSON STANDS UP., HAFLEY: Hold my time 


FERGUSON: Are you stating that the ‘soul of Christ and God are two persons? 


HAFLEY: Did I say that Paul? You make the challenge. Did I say it? 
FERGUSON:I'm asking you. I'm asking you. You appear to be trying to demonstrate 
that. What you have to do is to show that those pronouns there are not referring to 
Devine and human nature, then you've got a point. I wanta see it in the Godhead. 
That's what you have not done! ee 


HAFLEY: Chart 95, Start my time. 


FERGUSON: You haven't got nyuthin' Pl 


HAFLEY: Jesus! body is in the tomb. (John 19:42) You tell the audience again. Inv. 


haven't got anything so they can hear it again, Say it agiain that I haven't got any- 

aing so they can hear it again. Say it again, Paul. Jesus' body is in the tomb. Now 
ladies and gentlemen, his body in the tomb and his soul is in Hades, in paradise in 
hades.(Acts 2:27) Yet Christ says, with his body, the man in the omh and soul in 
hades, He said to someone, "Thou wilt inot leave my soul in Hades. 


FERGUSON STANDS: Point of Grien 
HAEWEY: Hold my time. 


FERGUSON: Youtwe gottthis started so you're gonna have to bear(Hafley:Yes sir!) 
the fire. 


HAFLEY: This is really hard on me, Paul. Come on rough me up. Rough me up, 


. Paul! 


FERGUSON: O. K. Why could not Christ's soul speak in Hades like the rich man and 
lazarus and therefore you've got Christ's soul being a separate person according to 
your reasoning, but you haven't got it in the Godhead yet. Get itin the Godhead son 
and you will have you a point!! But you haven't got a point!!! 


HAFLEY: All right, 


ERGUSON: IN THE GODHEAD! TETE 


HAFLEY: Now let's notice that Acts 2, chart 95, Start my time again. In chart 95 3 
Christ said, 'Thou wilt not leave my soul in hell....'! Is the soul in the Godhead? 


Me a me a a 
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FERGUSON: You want me to do that ọn your time? 
HAFLEY: Hold my time while he answers this question. 


FERGUSON: Listen, I want some of that time if I'm gonna be talking here. I want 
some of your time. | 


HAFLEY: That's your time, Paul. Why didn't you deal with this in your time? 
FERGUSON: Awwww I went over those personal pronouns last alee. 
HAFLEY; Did he deal with it'' Did he deal with Acts 2:27? Let's hear it, 
SOMEONE IN AUDIENCE: AMEN! !!11 


HAFLEY: What'd he say maam? 


FERGUSON: General principles! 


LADY IN AUDIENCE: He's telling you! He's telling you! (All talk at once impossible 
to tell from tape what each said!) : ae | 


HAFLEY'S MODERATOR: Let's have a point of order. I think we've gotten this thing 
just a little bit out of hand. I believe we better just go ahead and let Larry make his 
Speech and if Mr. Ferguson wants to make some sort of rejoinder I have no objection 
if Brother Hafley has not, but I think we better., ERRA 


HAFLEY: Hold my time. I have nọ objection if he makes a rejoinder to it, Ihave no 
objection as.long as I get equal time to make rejoinders.,,I get equal time to what 
he said added on from now on. 


FERGUSON: May I say something that's not on the argument sir? 
HAFLEY: Hod my time. 


FERGUSON: Hold his time, T won't say it on his time. But I can see that we're 
having interaction and a certain amount of this is good, and if we were in some - 
body's kitchen this would no doubt be good, but we may I trust that we'll not be 
getting out of the Spirit. I'll be glad to have any interaction, and you know, like 
he said there might be a certain amount of confusion. It might not be good in front 


of people to all talk at the same time. I'm sorry for my part because I have been i.. 


talking.... 
HAFLEY:Well it's my duty to talk, so I haven't been doing anything wrong. If some- 
body's wrong about talking it's you because it's my 30 minutes. So if he wants to re- 


primand himself just let him, 


FERGUSON: You're causing me to break my agreement, 


1 i 
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--HAFLEY: I didn't cause you. Did I?Did 1? Did I get you up out of that seat? 
| FERGUSON: You instigated me. 


HAFLEY: Yes, I'd say so, I'd say I instigated you. I worked on you. That's right 
Paul, 


FERGUSON: And lost your point in so doing I'm afraid! 


 HAFLEY: All right start my time and chart 95. Jesus' body, the flesh, is in the 
tomb, The soul is in Hades and He said, "Thou wilt not leave my soul in hades, 
neither wilt thou suffer thine holy one to see corruption, '' Now then Peter says 
that's not talking about David, verse 29,he's still dead and buried; but he's speak- 
ing, verse 31, of the ressurrection of Christ. Who's the "thou" that Christ spoke 
to? Who is it? Who's "thou?! 


Well, he said his only serious opponent was the clock, And he said that I stren- 
gthened his case. And he had to tell us or we wouldn't know it. And then he said will 
I came to oppose him, Well he came to oppose me, I thought he was going to bring 
the Bible to try to bring the Bible to oppose me. And he said that Iwas like a man 
going across the graveyard with Scripture, and if I saw something I'd be scared to 
death. Well, I wonder in that grave yard if he saw me out there burying his arguments 
under scripture. You see that Paul while you was there? 


Well, he said I'm going to get to the question if I have time. Don't want to rehash 
it and spent his time doing it. Said I don't wat to do it but then he did it. Well that's 
sort of like Paul. The things I would I would not. That I would not that I would. And 
that's about the only thing he's got like Paul, the apostle Paul. 


His number 16. Now this is really rich, ladies and gentlemen, turn to Hebrews 2. 
This is good. It's almost as good as Acts 2. Almost but not quite, maybe. We'll see. 
Maybe we can eject Mr. Ferguson from his chair again on this. Now you get over 
there in Hebrews 2. Now then the Christ is Saying in verse 12,''I will declare thy 
name unto the brethren." And then''I'll put my trust in him. And again behold, I, the 
Christ, and the children which GOD hath given me. "(Hebrews 2:13) And he said, 
"That's not what Isaiah 8:18 says." Yes, it's a divine commentary on Isaiah 8:18, 
Mr. Ferguson, Isa, 53:10 says Christ would have seed after him. Hebrews 2:13 says 
it's the children( Look at it!) "given to him BY GOD! Given to Him (one person) by 
God the Father (another person), Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. Would you care to have 
15 seconds on that" Thank you that's two!'l AND THE CHILDREN THAT THOU(GOD) 
GAVE ME"! t!ti!! Thank you Mr. Ferguson. He wishes he had an opponent though. 
Well if you're taking such a licking and a beating and a bruising without an opponent, 
what would it be like if you had one, Paul? Certainly you would be a mess now wouldn't 

. you? 


TERGUSON:Wel that's right! 


Ehil 


HAFLEY: All right his number 19. He was.a little rattled and he kept calling it 
Micah, but it wasn't Micah. It was Malaciah as he has on his chart. Now then the 


— mi. 
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answer is there is one deity or one Father and the Bible says, and see verse 1l, 
it's a contrast with idols. The Bible says there's one father but notice Eph. 3:9 
"One God has created us but God created all things by Christ Jesus. '' Was that 
by the flesh, Mr. Ferguson?God created all things by Jesus Christ. (Eph. 3:9)Yes, 
one God created us. But Eph. 3:9. God created us by Jesus Christ. That's two. 
Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. a 


Then he came to Matt. 23:9 on the one Father business, on the one Father, and 
in Matt. 23:9 notige that it is the Father in heaven, And Jesus is speaking and Jesus 
said, "You all call no man your father on earth for one is your father in heaven, '' 
Now there's the Father in heaven and there's Jesus talking. How many is that? Can 
you count to two? Jesus is talking. Jesus said, "There's a Father in heaven." Jesus 
is talking. How many is that? You don't need 15 seconds to answer that do you, Paul? 


In Mark 12:32-34, then, talk about one deity, And to show you that Mark 12:32- 
34 is talking about the deity get that chart on there, whatever it is. God to Deut. 4; 
35 and 39, There's the contrast with idols. (Deut, 4:28)In Mark 12:32-34 he said 
there's one God. There's no God but one." That's right there's only one deity. But 
we're not debating is there one deity? There's only one deity. Now he quoted the 
references to Deut. 4:35, 39, And there's one deity as opposed to idols. Deuteronomy 
4:28 shows there's one deity. 


And he kept talking about a ''compound one"! He said I made a compound one.Paul 
how many time did I say ''compound one"? How many time? How many times did I 
say "compound one"? Now twice you said I said it. How many times did I say it? 
That's right, Paul, that's how many times I said it. That's about the number. 


FERGUSON: Point of order. 
HAFLEY:Hold my time. 


FERGUSON:You used the concept several times. I don't know how many. It might 
have been a dozen. Jt might have been six, It might have been three. But you re- 
ferred to the concept like Apollos and Paul are one. That is what I mean by com- 
pound one, | 


HAFLEY: All right, well thank ,you. Now start my my time. Chart no. 65. All right 
then. That was it then. All right. Let's have that then. In chart no. 65 "Opponent 
uses 'God is one! to mean ''God:is one person'.'' What did he say about it? ''The 
people is one. '' Does that mean they're one person? The Bible says,''I and Apollos 
are one. '' Does that mean they're one person? He said, ''Well the context determines 
it because it's neuter. W-e.-e-e-ll! Then it does in John 10:30 also then doesn't it, 
Mr, Ferguson? It does there too, doesn't it? What's the difference? "Il and Apollos 
are one, "| ''Tand my Father are one.'' Are Jesus Christ and the Father one person. 
according to John 10:30. Jesus said, "I and my Father are one. ''Paul said, "I and., 
Apollos are one, "Is that one person? Same statement! Same statement" Same gen- 
der. Neuter gender. Same person? Same person? Paul and Apollos, one person? ''I 
and my Father are one." "I and Apollos are one." Same person? How many persons 
is that? You can't answer it with a grin, Mr. Ferguson. You wrote me and said you 
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~~ tried to answer things sometimes maybe with your best grin, Well, there you are, 


The'ré not laughing with you the're laughing at you, I'm afraid, Mr, Fe rguson. 


Well then he came to the idea of five pennies. He used the illustration of five 


pennies. And I want to thank him for the illustration, but since I believe in three 


a 
a 


persons and not 5 I'll just use three, Mr.Ferguson. He used five pennies I don't 
know why he didn't just use one. But anyway I want us to notice that there's one 
essence, There's one substance as far as being a penny. There's just cent or | 


_ penny that we know of, and yet there are numerous pennies, The U.S. has just] 


"Thus saith the Lord thy redeemer and he that formed thee from the womb, Iam 
the Lord that maketh all things that stretcheth forth the heavens alone and spread- 


five cent piece, Isn't that right? Yes, buta plurality of numbers in the five cent 
piece, The United States just has one dollar bill. Just one one cent piece, but a 
number of pennies and there's just one deity but a number persons, Thank you, 
Mr. Ferguson. | 


Then Phillipians 2:6. He wanted to know if he could quote this and quote that. 
Well he can quote all the scholars he wants to to try to sustain his position. Why 
doesn't he do it from the word of the Lord? He wanted to know if I minded if he 
went to a scholar to get his position? Why no! But I want to go to a scholar to get 
mine. Let's go to Phillipians 2, Let's get the scholar on this. Now this itit. This 
is the scholar, This isn't Dana and Mantey Mr. Ferguson. But I want-to tell you 
this is the apostle Paul. That's one up on you, isn't it? All right! Now I want to 
know. The Bible says, ''Let this mind be in you... (Phil. 2:6 )'which was also in 
Christ Jesus who being in the form of God thought it not robbery to be equal with 

iod." Il wonder whose translation you read from when you read Phil. 2:6? You did 
not read it like that. Whose translation was that Paul? You didn't cite it. I think 
it was Paul Ferguson's, wasn't it? Paul? No body knows that better than you do. 
He was EQUAL WITH", What if I got up here, ladies and gentlemen, and said 
"Em equal with myself"? That'd be a wonderful astounding thing. You'd have to go 
to Dana and Mantey Greek Lexicon to figure that one out. Let me tell you. He was 
equal with God. Now I don't have to go... Look at verse nine, "Wherefore God also 
hath highly exalted Him, '' How many is that Mr. Ferguson? "God highly exalted 
him. '' God made him Lord. 


nt eeo 


And then he said Isaiah 47 and 48 fits me, but he didn't prove it. He assumed it, 


and he asserted it, but he didn't prove it. He said it's contrasting with many per- 


sons in idolatry, No. In(Isaiah 44:24the Bible shows that God said...Isa. 44:24... 


eth abroad the earth by myself." There is one God. There is not another, "'I spread 
out the heavens by myself," Do you mean that there's no other person? No. There's 
no other deity. Look at verse nine, Lobk at verse nine. ''They that made a graven 
image all of therm are vanity. Their delectable things shall not profit. They are their 
own witnesses, They see not. They don't know. Who hath form a god or molded a } 


Aro, 


“graven image that is profitable for nothing?" There is no other deity. It is I alone! 


fiimayself, I'm the only deity. There's one deity. Now, God made all things by him- 
:1f, but Eph. 3:9 says God made all things by Christ Jesus, With respect to deity 


se aehere's one deity, but with respect to persons there are three. 


Let us notice, please, chart no. 60.In chart no. 60 "One deity and one humanity". 
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I believe, friends, that there's only one humanity. Mao Tse Tung is from the same 
mankind that I'm from. There's one mankind. There's not another. There is one 
flesh of men. I Cor. 15:39, One blood of men of all nations on the face of the earth, 
(Acts 17) And there's one deity, but not one person. "Jesus was completely man, 
but not the only person in the manhood. " "Likewise, he was completely God but not 
the only person in deity or the Godhead. "The Word was with God and the Word wags 
God, '! 


And then he came to John 14. Chart number 57. Chart 57. "Two Natures'', Now 
notice that we have here the two natures,the Father and Son. Now, then, let's go to 
chart 89. There are two natures. Chart 89.''A body hast thou prepared me. "Now 
Mr. Ferguson left this alone this time around pretty good. You know he said the Son 
was the flesh. The Son is the flesh. I said O., K, the Son is the flesh, the body, now 
who's the "thou"? Who's the ''thou''? A body hast thou prepared me. All right. Did 
the Father prepare the body‘ which is the flesh, the Son? Who's the ''me''? "A body 
... He said the flesh is the Son.""A body hast thou prepared me. "Want to see my 
fast draw. Want to see it again? There's his answer! : 5 


: Well, now he said that because the Father sent the Spirit, John 14:26, and Christ 

sent the Spirit, John 15;26 therefore the're the same person, The Father sent the Holy 
Spirit. Jesus sent the Ho ly Spirit. The're the same person. Well Mr, Ferguson let 
me show you something. The American Association for the Advancement of Atheism 
accepts contributions, The Apostolic Church accepts contributions. Therefore, the 
Apostolic Church is the American Association for the Advancement of Atheism. 
That's his logic. He said the Father sent the Holy Spirit, Jesus sent the Ho ly Spir- 
it.(John 14:26;15:26) Well, the black panther party accepts contributions. The First 
Apostolic Church accepts contributions, Therefore, the're the same. No it doesn't 
prove one any more than it proves the other. I'm not slurring that on you. I'm mot. 
Saying that. But his reasoning makes it that. The Bible says that the truth sancti- 
fies, John 17:17. The Bible says the Spirit sanctifies (II Pet. 1:2). Does that mean 
the Spirit and the truth are the same thing? And by the way if the Father sent the 
Holy Spirit that's two. If the Father and the Son are the one that sent the Holy Spirit 
that's two.and not one. | 


He said I'll not debate. Mr. Ferguson is next Monday too soon for you? How about 
these same propositions, Mr. Ferguson? What about these propositions Mr. Ferguson? 
I'm willing to debate, and I'll go on record. I'LL DO IT! Your man Mr. Lashley in 

Peqria has avoided a debate by not writing to me. He says he has this excuse or 
that one, but he hasn't debated my yet, I wonder if he's going to? Are you going to 
debate? 

FERGUSON:Point of order! 

HAFLEY:You said I'm not going to debate arẹ you going to debate. 

FERGUSON: Why sure!!!i! 


HAFLEY:Hold my time, 
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. FERGUSON: But I'm happy with this debate and I do not want a rematch, However 


‘i've bringing personalities in this and 1 realize that you must be very hard 
pressed to do that because I know its.against your convictions to put personalities | 
into a debate, As a matter of fact I got a couple of your brethren that's dodgin' me, 


- and I'm not gonna mention their name because it's none of your business. And 


aneren n 


Lashley's none of these people's business, You and Lashley thrash it out and if 
y peop ) 


,lashley does get a hold-of you... 


HAFLEY'S MODERATOR:Again may I raise a point of order, How many times are 
we gonna have Mr. Ferguson jumping up during the middle of his speech? 


FERGUSON: I don't know. Whenever he gets outa!’ line I'll be up there... 


HAFLEY: That's O, K. Ray I'll tell you what. He's just give me such a whippin', 
It's O, K, 


FERGUSON: I'll go easier on you. 


HAFLEY: Well thank you Mr. Ferguson. I want to know if he's going to debate 
again, We'll take these same propositions and have another debate, But if we don't 
have one it's going to be Mr. Ferguson's fault cause $ am set for it, 


All right then he came to I Cor. 15:27, 28 and I only have five minutes, Let's 

\ to | Cor. 15:27 and 28. Now notice, please, that the Bible says in I Cor. 15:27, 
‘He hath put all things under his feet. But when he saith that all things are put 
under him, When all things shall be subdued unto himself, then shall the Son 
also Himself be subject unto Him, '' Mr. Ferguson made light of that but ladies and 
gentlemen that's what the word said.that God made all things subject to Christ, but 
in the end all thing's are going to be of God, Now,in Rev. 3:21 what did he say about 
it? Mr. Ferris I hope he won't jump up, but I'm going over here again, Look at Rev. 
3:21. He didn't say a thing about it, but I showed it to him. Im Rev. 3:21 Jesus said, 
lm going to let you sit in my throne even as I sit with my father in his throne, '! 
Does that mean Christians and Christ are going to be one person? Because they're 
going to be sitting with Christ in His throne just like the Father and Son are sitting ? 


SU ee ire md 


Just like them, Now you're going to be sitting with me, and I'm going to be sitting 


with the Father, SAme person? That's how it's going to be Mr,Ferguson. 


He said Jesus is going to get power to judge from God, He is going to get power 
to judge from God. All right; Jesus Christ is getting power frorn God. That's two. 
Thank you, Mr. Ferguson, 7 : 


Q2. Chart no., Q2. He said that he just didn't want to get back on this. He just did 
not want to get back on it. Well, I wonder why? Could ene person make two or three 
visits to an offended brother and thereby obey what the Lord said? I don't want to 
get back on that he said. He said the answer to that question is yes", One person. 
“ould doit, but Jesus said if he will not hear thee, take one or two or more," Mr. 


a <erguson said one fellah could do it with two or three visits, but that's not what the 


Lord said. If one fellow went two or three times, it'd still be one witness with just 
two or three occasions. Just like if I saw you drunk Friday; Saturday and Monday. 
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That'd be three occasions. But that's just one witness to your being drunk. ta 


Now in Deut. 19:15. Mr. Ferguson doesn't want to get back on this so don't worry 
brother Ferris he's not going to jump up cause he doesn't want to get back on this. 
I said, "Does Deut. 19:15 teach that one witness shall be enough to establish iniquity? > 
You know what he said. He said, "Yes", Let's go to Deut. 19:15, "One witness shall 
not rise up against a man for any iniquity or any sin.'' I said, ''Mr. Ferguson, does ~« 
Deut. 19:15 teach that one witness shall be enough to establish iniquity against anoth- 
er?" Maybe I missed that but Mr. Ferguson didn't you say "yes" to that? Is that 
what you said? That's what he said, He knows itis. He says, "Yes", 


FERGUSON:Point of order. 
HAFLEY:Hold my time, a se | taii 
FERGUSON: I said that last night I went through those a little bit too fast... 


HAFLEY: Now wait a minute he can't add because I just ask him to answer the 
question. Did he say yes now, Mr. Moderator? You two can rule on this. Did he say 
yes to the question? I asked him is that all he said and then I went on.I was making 
that for emphasis. Now he doesn't have to get up here and explain unless they add on 
to my 30 minutes to re-explain without adding to my time, Now that's right. Thank 


you Mr. Lewis. 


Now he said YES! That's exactly what he said. Now the Bible says that one wit- 
ness shall not rise up. Paul Ferguson says he shall. Is that hard? It's not me, 
friends, that's the Word of the Lord. In chart number 61...Jesus said, quoting © 
Deut. 19:15, "It is written I am not alone." O Yes you are,says Mr. Ferguson. NTE 
is also written in your law(Deut. 19:15) that the testimony of two men is true. "Jesus 
said, "I am one that bear witness of myself and the F ther that sent me, that's ano- 
ther. " Now Jesus quoted and referred to a: passage that required two persons and 
he applied it to Himself and the Father, If this does not refer to two persons then 
Jesus misapplied Scripture.'I and the Father." 


Q2.1 said, "Did another person make Aaron to he an High Priest?" You know what 
he said? He said, "Yes", I said,''Did another person make Christ to be an high i i | 
priest?" And he said, "NO", And then I said, "Did the same person that made Aaron 
high priest make Christ high priest, and he said, "YES"! My, my, what will men 
say! Now look at it please! In question 4 "Did another person make Christ High 
priest? "No, he didn't," said Mr. Ferguson. All right, I said did the same person 
that made Aaron make Christ one. He said, "Yes", But just before that he'd said 
no person had done it. Which way do you want it, Mr. Fergusm? One time no other,- 
person made him high priest. But in the very next question the same person that 
made Aaron made Christ. That's two. Well, you say,''No, It's two natures. " Two 
natures. All right I wonder if one nature is deity and Aaron is Divine and Aaron and 
God are one person. You can snicker at that, if you want to but let's notice this. 
Let's notice number 66 then. Let's notice that. Let's show that its the same. "No 
man taketh this honor being made an high priest unto himself but he that is called 
of God as was Aaron so also... like Aaron,.was called by another person Christ 
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. glorified not himself. Who glorified Him? Who glorified Him? Just like Aaron was 
orified by another person. Mr. Ferguson says, ''Yes another person glorified Aar- 
on 2IAll right.''So also Christ glorified no Himself to be made high priest! Who 
glorified him? If he gloried himself the Hebrew writer erred The Hebrew writer 

` said, "He glorified nót Himself. ' And the "So also" is not true if he glorified not 
himself, 


Let us notice plase chart no. 65, ladies and gentlemen. The issue is not "Is God 
one?" God is one. God and Christ are one but I and Apollos are one, not one per- 
son. Believers are one. (John 17:20-22) Look at it. Jesus prayed that believers may 
be one even as God and Christ are one. Are believers one person? No. But believers 
are one just like God and Christ are one. Ladies and gentlemen I believe that if you 
will be honest and take the Bible you can believe with me that there is one God. There 
is onẹ deity and there is none else beside Him. There's only one Deity. We have 
shown in chart no. 2 that the Father has the attributes of a person, and we have seen 
...My time is up. I thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen, and we shall be 
announcing the various times for another discussion on these same propositions- 
elsewhere that Mr. Ferguson has agreed to, and they'll be announcing it here, and 
I'm sure Billie will let you all know as we'll let all our people know. We all look 
forward to it. Thank you for your attendance on this proposition until Thursday 
night. 
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MR, FERGUSON'S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE ON THE BAPTISMAL FORMULA 


- Proposition to be affirmed: The Scriptures teach that the formula used in the New 
Testament baptisms contained the name of Jesus aud- 
ibly invoked over the candidate and this therefore is 

one of the essentials of Christian baptism, 


_ Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, Mr. Hafley: 


I'm happy to come before you to represent the churches of the Lord Jesus Christ 
at this time, at this great debate between Mr. Hafley and the Bible. Now I'm very 
pleased, ladies and gentlemen, with the way that the discussion has been going th last 
few nights, and I'm very happy with the discussion on the Godhead. I wouldn't change 
a thing about it. But I just wonder if everybody was happy about it.I just wonder how 
happy Mr. Hafley was. He didn't look too happy in some of the times last night. He 
looked like maybe something was the matter with him. | 


We are going to have another debate on this. We are scheduling another debate on 
the Godhead at sometime in the future depending on arrangement of scheduling. Ido 
not know exactly what time that will be, but it will be in the reasonably near future Of 
course I suppose that if Mr. Hafley has to keep debating until he finds the scripture 
we were looking for the other night that debates between Mr.Hafley and myself are 
going to continue on a regular basis for many, many, many, many years. Maybe for 
hundreds of years if we live that long. That's good. It might even come in handy at 
some time.I might be able to use that. I might run into somebody who knows or who 
thinks he knows where that scripture is. Maybe I can just say, ''Well I can't debate 
you. I don't have time. I have to debate Mr.Hafley.'’ But anyway that's all right with 
Me, = oy wu 


We really admire Mr. Hafley's courage to stand up for his convictions. We don't 
want Mr. Hafley's brethren or Mr. Hafley to be discouraged in any way. Ifat first 
you don't succeed why that's the way to do!!! Just go ahead and try and keep trying 
till you come up with something on that. At any rate if there's no debate forthcom- 
ing it will not be because we did not try to arrange one. 


Well tonight is my first affirmative on the question of the baptismal formula, and 
I trust that it will be Mr. Hafley's first negative on the topic, and that he will not be 
affirming any other propositions. I expect that he will be following me on that topic. 


Before I begin, I have some questions which have been presented to me. to answ- 
er and for my consideration, And I will give them my consideration even though I 
am in the affirmative; and I'm supposed to be laying down arguments. I'll take some 
time out to answer these questions. 


= "Do you baptize into the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit as Jess said do?" 
Yes, we baptize in Jesus' name! 


"Is it wrong to say what you do?" No! But it depends on what you been doin’. [- 
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guess if you've been up to some meaness, Mr. Hafley, it would be good to say it be- 
cause confession is good for,the soul. But we are not affirming,as Bro, Lewis read, 
in the proposition, that other words may not be proper to use if one's heart is right 
and they are consistent with the rest of the Scripture. as long as the name, Jesus is 


included. 


Number three: "Who is to speak the formula in baptism the baptizer or the one 
being baptized? "Well there again -a subject of a possible future debate; but it isi 
not the issue who is speaking as far as I know. May that will be clarified later. Who 
is speaking is not the issue so the name is called by one of those participating in 
the action, and we'll just let it go at that. Maybe we can have a future debate on 
the speaker. Or maybe Mr. Hafley will straighten us out on the speaker. 


Number four: ''For a person to repent in the name of Christ must the name of 
Jesus be audibly invoked over him?" Well, yes. He calls the name and asked Je- 
sus to forgive him, and people pray and call over him that name, Jesus that Jes- 
us will give to him a contrite and a repentant Spirit. So we call the name of Jesus 

but we do not depend completely on salvation at the mourner's bench. I'm sure Mr. 
Hafley will agree with me on that. 


Number five:"Does the term 'name' in Acts 4:12 refer to the literal name, Jesus, 
or does it refer to power or authority?" It involves a literal name as Acts 4:7 shows 
just a few verses before that. They were asked in what name or in what authority... 
‘or’ showing a difference between name and authority or power. There's a difference 
between the two and they chose the word ''name'"', They picked out name indicating 
that they referred to a literal name that they called in Acts 3:6 over the man and so 
on. And we're to be savedin that literal name because "through His name whomso- 
ever believeth upon him shall have remission of sins," And we'll be talking about 


that later. 


Number 6: 'Does Matt. 28:19 show what is to be done or what is to be said in 
baptism? "Either what is to be said or a state into which a person enters, 


Number 7:'Are the commands in Acts 2:38, 10:48 directed to candidates for bap- 
tism?' They are directed to people who are invited to be paptized in Acts 2:38 and 
presumably baptismal candidates in Acts 10:48, 


(Number 8:) Did you come here tonight in the name of the Lord?" Yes sir! Ab- 
solutely! I came in the name of the Lord! As I came here I used it. I said, "Thank 
you Jesus for gettin' to come here and preach this proposition before this audience! ` 
Hallelujah! And I'm saying it now and using it. JESUS. O that wonderful name! 
Hallelujah! And let's see. I did come in the name of the Lord. 


Number 9:''When the Holy Spirit was sent in Jesus' name (John 14:26) was it 
necessary to pronounce the name Jesus over the Holy Spirit before He could come 
in Jesus' name?'' Well friend, we will be going into that . Bauer's lexicon trans- 
lates that:"He'll come with the mention of the name, Jesus." And I just wonder, 
Maybe Mr.Hafley can clear this up for us. I just wonder why(and I'm just wonder- 
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. ing this. I'm not throwing it out as an argument...) I'm just wondering why the Holy 

Ghost comes when Jesus! name is mentioned. I wonder if he don't know his own 

name! Why don't he come when you say "Holy Ghost"? But we, when we tarry for 

_ the Holy Spirit (call 'Jesus''.) And if any of you church of Christ friends want to 
tarry for the Holy Spirit after the service, we'll call the name Jesus over you, and 
we'll invoke the name and Jesus will come and fill your hearts. 


Well ladies and gentlemen I'm going to begin my affirmative speech and I trust 
that. I have taken care of these questions as they stand now and if not Mr. Hafley will 
call it to my attantion. My responsibility tonight is to show that the name Jesus was 


called over people in the New Testament when they were baptized, and I will just be- 


gin with two scriptures which I know that my opponent will be familiar with. 


Acts 2:38: ''Repent and be baptized everyone of you in the name of Jesus Christ 
for the remission of your sins." 


Acts 8:16:"Only they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus, "And that 
should be sufficient for that part of the verse. 


Now I suggest to you, ladies and gentlemen, that the hub of this discussion, 
around which this discussion will turn, will be what would the phrase "in the name'! 
mean to a Jewish audience on the day of Pentecost? who were familiar with the Old 
Testament and the Greek and the semetic Hebrew languages? | 


Now I want to begin with slide number one. Now we're going to go through and see 
what a people aquainted with the Old Testament would think and what "in the name" 
would mean to those people ladies and gentlemen. And I'm going to start this out by 
quoting two lexicons which are the most eminent authorities on the meaning of He~ 
brew words as far as those that men have been able to give us, 


And one of them is Koehler-Baumgartner page 983 as you'll see on the slide up 
there, and it says "in the name" in the Old Testament''in the name of Jehovah’! 
means "calling the name". And I have these books available for investigation. I 
didn't bring the KB but the next one Brown-Driver-Briggs I have that available 
for investigation. Page 1048 "in the name of Jehovah" means "'to call with, that 
is, use the name of Jehovah in worship." Course Mr. Hafley did not want to check 
my grammar last night. He has evidently somewhere along the way picked up a 
strange, rare malady known as "lexiphobia", 





This is a very rare disease which makes a person have a very morbid fear of 
lexicons and grammars. I don't know, Bro. Lewis, where he picked that up at. He 
didn't seem to be having this the first couple of nights down at Sandwich, but later 
on at Sandwich he began showing some symptoms. But ladies and gentlemen, I want 
you to know that despite what my opponent may say my case does not rest on what 
the lexicons say, but it rests on the word of God, 


_. Slide number 2. I'm going to go through fifty passages or categories of passages. 
I will not be listing all the 50 passages, but I have divided them into categories. I 
have put a couple of examples on each one as far as the Old Testament is concerned. 
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And before we're through I'm going to have twelve eminent. authorities in Greek 
and Hebrew on my side at least. And over a hundred scriptures against one . man 
with no scripture and lexiphobia. 


And we're going to start here; Number one: "To swear" I Sam. 20:42 says, "We 
have sworn in the name of Jehovah saying. .. Jehovah..." And every oath in the OT 
of any kind in order to be valid had to contain the name of Jehovah actually used. 


Number 2: "To bless" Well ''to bless" the priests were told that they were supp- 
osed to bless "in the name of Jehovah"(Deut,. 21:5). Well how did they do that? Num +- 
bers 6:2Xis where) directions are given for. blessing. 'Thou shalt bless saying... 
Jehovah...'' (Numbers 6:23, 24) Ce 


v Number 3: "To pray" or "call out in the name of Jehovah'"(I Kings 18:24) Elijah 
said he was going to "call in the name of Jehovah" and in verse 36 (chapter 18) he 
says, "And Elijah drew near and said, Jehovah'." 


Slide three, Well the fourth category or class of passages which make up our 50 
scriptures is "go to battle'! There are many cases where people are said to have 
gone to battle in the name of the Lord. Mr. Hafley asked me if I came here in the 
name of the Lord, Yes,I did. I followed the directions in the Bible here. And I Sam. 
17:45 (is where) David came to fight the giant and he said, "I come in the name of 
Jehovah. '' And he actually audibly pronounced Jehovah's name four times. There is 
not a time, ladies and gentlemen, when a Bible believing, Bible obeying army of the 
Lord went into battle without calling the name „ because in Deuteronomy 20 verses l.- 
4 the directions are given. It says that "the orients shall draw near and say, .Jeh- 
ovah...'' Whatever else of course that goes on is immaterial to our AEE On: 


Number 5:''to prophesy''. Now I have some verses here on this that will be in- 
teresting to the position that we are taking thet ''in the Name"! means to pronounce 
the name or name the name because they are with reference to false prophets. who 
prophesied "in the name of Jehovah". Now what I want to know is did the false pro- 
phets prophesy in the authority or did they have the power of Jehovah or did they re~ 
ly upon the person of Jehovah or did they come actually pronouncing the name, Jeho- 
vah? Whenever a full text is given of false prophets prophesying of course they would 
have to say the name of Jehovah or their prophecies woud: be anonymous. Nobody 
would know who was saying them. 


Over fifty times "in the name of Jehovah"! occurs it was actually audibly pronoun. 
ced. So far we have fifty scriptures, two authorities on Hebrew. and still have one 
man and. still so far no scripture and lexiphobia. 


Slide four. Now we're going to go into the New Testament. This is establishing, 
ladies and gentlemen, what "in the name" must have meant to those people that were 
there on the day of Pentecost and what it must have meant to Peter a man aquainted 
with the OT and a man aquainted with language as it was being ;used here. Each time 
in 50 places in the New Testament where "in the name of Jesus'' occurs it's acually~ 
spoken in connection with what is done. There are 50 places in the New Testament. 
And here again we are not going to burden you with exactly 50 scriptures. 
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Number one; False prophets come "in Jesus! name! (Mark 13:6) "Many shall 
come in my name saying, 'I am he''' Well do false prophets speak the name of Je- 
sus when they come? I believe they do. My friend has made four speeches, I bel- 
ieve,; and used the name, Jesus in each one; and so he's an example of that. Bauer 
translates this verse, "They will come using my name, " 


Slide number 5, "Gifts given, charity done in the name of Jesus" Mark 9:41 talks 
about giving a cup of cold water "in Jesus' name". It's impossible to give credit oth- 
erwise to the person unless his name is used. I'm going to use a little example. And 


I'm going to withdraw it in case Mr. Hafley declines to give his authority to this. But 


I'm going to make a donation of a dollar. He said the United Pentecostal Church ac- 
cepts donations. And we're thankful for the plug on that; and we do. But I'm going to 
give this 50¢ for Sheaves for Christ and 50¢ for Christmas for Christ. This is so we 
will have something good down and straight on my friend's record when he gets to 
heaven, | 

S 
I'm going to give this to you brother Lewis... OOOOOOPPPS, ., I made a mistake, 
here. I didn't put his name on it. It Says, ''Father,Son and Holy Man", And of course 
that would fit him. He's got about as many holes in his doctrine as anybody! But I'm 
going to put his name down here so we know who to give credit for it, and if he with 
draws his authority from this Bro. Lewis, I'll get my dollar back. I really put a doll- 
ar in there.It hurt me, I read a Church of Christ book one time and one of Mr Hafl- 
ey's brethren said they had an awful time with people that put dollar bills in the plate 


and rolled them up real fine and when they put tens they put'em out real straight. Well. 


we got folks like that too! 


But here it is: Slide number 5. Bauer translates Matt. 18:5: "Receive a child when 
my name is confessed, when I am called." Slide number six. To those of you who are 
not aquainted with Bauer's lexicon it is put outgas "one of the latest and most author- 
itative' by a noted Greek scholar called Paul Southern. I believe he's one of my opp- 
onent's brethren, and he's highly regarded among them, 


Number three (as far as the points on these slides go. )"Cast out demons in the 
name of Jesus'(Mark 9:38) There was a man that did not follow Jesus and he was 
not authorized to cast out demons by Jesus. He cast them out by mentioning the 
name. And the name was used in each place in Acts where a demon was cast out. 
(Acts 16:18) And this was not authority. He had not been authorized by Jesus to 
cast out demons as far as this man in Mark 9 (is concerned}. The disciples got a 
little bit miffed about it. Bauer translated Luke 10:17 "Demons are subject tor us 


at the mention of your name." 


Slide seven. This says "to preach, teach, speak, be bold in the name of Jesus", You 
see, ladies and gentlemen, you could not be bold in the name of Jesus unless you 
spoke it, That reminds me of the man who sent his son away to school and when he 
came back he said, "Son, did they persecute you for being a Christian?! And he said, 
"No they never found out about it." Well he hadn't been speaking the name of Jesus. 


es He hadn't been bold in the name of Jesus, You gotta speak it to be bold in it! And I 


wouldn't give 10¢ for a sermon that was without the name of Jesus in it. The name `~ 
was used in the true apostolic preaching. And Acts 9:27 says, "Speak out boldly in 
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proclaiming the name of Jesus," 


Slide no, 8, These are places where "in the name of Jesus" is used:'"'Healing, 
prayer, giving of thanks in Jesus' name'(Eph, 5:20;Col. 3:17)(John 14:13;James. 5: 
14) Name used. Miracles said to be "in the name of Jesus" were actually done in 
the name of Jesus, "Jesus" actually being pronounced in the case that we've al. 
ready mentioned. Whenever a miracle was said to be in the name of Jesus (Acts 
3:6), they said, "In the name of Jesus or Jesus makes you whole, "something to that 
effect. And then it says, "In what name or what power have you done this?" And 
the apostles turned down my friend's theory that he has previously taken. Course he 
might not take it now. He might've got converted from reading some of those books 
he has over there from giving our publishing house a little bit of money. He might 
have changed his belief! some. But instead of taking the autbrity part, the power 
part, they chose the name part. The literal name that was pronounced. They said, 
"In the name of Jesus" this was done. Whenever miracles are said to be in the name 
of Jesus,the name was pronounced specifically. Bauer's translation of Eph. 5:20: 
"Give thanks while naming the name of JesusChrist, "Ask the Father using my 
name is the trans lation of John 14:13, 


Number nine please. Incidently you don't get the authority at baptism, The auth- 
ority comes when you get the Holy Ghost. The Greek word for authority is "exoug-~ 


ia!', and it's the same word in the Acts 1:8 p assage that says, "Y ou shall receive 


authority after that the Holy Ghost is come upon you." You're baptized in water and 


then you get the authority. 


Slide no.9 and point 6, 'Baptize in Jesus' name" We finally got to baptism, and 
Bauer's lexicon says that this means ''be baptized or to have oneself baptized 
while. naming the name of Jesus. " (p.576) And I told you before that it was one of 
the latest and most authoritative. 


Slide number 10. One of the greatest and lartgest, most authoritative and most 
well respected works on the baptismal formula is done by a German professor at 
Goettingen named Heitmueller. And this was his conlusion after searching every 
phrase of the use of "in the name" and he said,.... 


(I want to point this out. Perhaps some of you didn't know it, that the Greek is 
different on Acts 2:38 and 8:16 than it is from Matt. 28:19. In Acts 2:38 and 8:16 
the Greek word for "in' is en" and "epi". In Matt. 28:19 the Greek word is '‘'eis''. 


So when we're talking about "en" and "api'', we're talking about the Acts passages.) 


v "The phrase baptize", says Heitmueller, (en) and (epi) the name gives a descrip- 
tion of the process of baptism. They indicate, “Says Heitmueller, "that baptism took 
place during the naming of the name of Jesus." Baptizing "into" (that is with eis ) 
(as in Matt. 28:19) the name on the other hand gives the purpose and the result of 
baptism and indicates th at the one baptized enters a relationship of “being the pr op- 

e rty or l belonging tosesusy++-And there again all books are available for examina- 
tion. And this was’Dr7éitmueller's inaugural dissertation into his professorship in 


languages over there. 
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We have now 50 scriptures from the New Testament, 50 scriptures from the Old 
Testament, And I'm going to quote some more Greek scholars very quickly.T don't 
like > to go just on Greek scholars, but 12 of the most eminent Greek and Hebrew 
authorities against one man, no scriptures and lexiphobia. 


Go to slide 13, brother Lewis. All right this is just Hasting's Encyclopedia: ‘The 
latter sealed the candidate by invoking the fair name of Jesus over his head." There- 
again an authority on Greek. Kittel's Dictionary of the NT:''In the name" in Greek 
means that "the name of Christ was pronounced, “invoked or | or confessed | by the one 


FDR Nr Adina aay ES Ok 


‘who! baptizes. By the one who baptizes! There's the answer to yo your r question I 
guess at least from the Greek scholar's standpoint. Moulton-Turner, the latest and 
most authoritative grammar of the NT. This has been recently put out within the 
last five years, It said that Acts 8:16 is a baptismal formula and the Greek there 
indicates a baptismal formula. 


Slide 14, Another Greek scholar I didn't name Kirsopp and Lake's commentary "’ 
-on the Greek text. They said on Acts 2:38 that anyone knew full well that when he 
was baptized in the name of Jesus somebody took him out in the water and said that. 
And Schaff- ‘Herzog said the same thing Heitmueller said. F. F. Bruge down at the 
bottom who prepared the pee text for the ee Bible pment the greatest 
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the person baptized, "And so il continue now with slide 15, Wer: see some more 


Greek scholars’ here. 


Alexander Cambell who was a Greek scholar in his own right, a very intense 
student said that ''the Divine formula is one of the'essentials of Christian baptism!' 
And he thought that Matt. 28:19 or at least the words "in the Name" meant a formula. 
Something my friend could not affirm. He would have to debate Cambell. 


Next slide.(Lewis: You got 5 minutes left) Next-slide. I want to put this on. "How 
comes it to pass that though once and only once it is commanded that nations should 
be immersed in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost and though we read of 
no person being immersed in this way...how comes it to pass that all sects use these 
words without a scruple? Is one commandment unsupported by a single precedent 
sufficient to justify this practice? I cannot by any other principle than tyrant custom 
who gives no account of his doings has sodecreed.'! That's from the Milenial Har- 
bringer. 


I'm going to skip all the way to slide 20 and make a few arguments in closing. 
(It's upside down. I guess Mr. Hafley would say my doctrine's upside down.) All 
right I want to make a couple of arguments on James 2:7 and. Acts 15:17. 


V James 2:7 says, "That worthy name which was called over you." Acts 15:17 says, 
"That worthy name which was called over you." (Acts 15:17) I'd like for you to turn 
there with me. Acts 15:17, And it speaks (It's a very interesting verse.) Kspeaks, 
‘In order that the remainder of men might seek the Lord and all the nations or gen- 
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~~ tiles upon whom my name is called. '' And then it adds to make it more definite "over 


them", "Upon whom my name is called." Well I'll just q uote Guy N. Woods because 
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to learn how to read some Greek New Testament. Well he said on the word "called"! 
the aorist tense is used and that shows a single act. (in James 2:7) Then in ae 15: 

17 the perfect tense is used ànd that shows continuing results. The single act: 
immersion. The continuing results is remission of sins. Thereiis no other act assoc- 
iated with salvation that involves the Lord's name. And people notice that no one 

had the right to seek the Lord unless the Lord's name was called over them, accord- 
ing to this verse. And so it is necessarily important what is said. 


he would be known to my opponent in How to Read the Greek NT. Somebody needs ~~ 


I have another argument. I'm going to leave this slide up. Remission of sins takes 
place at baptism. Acts 10:43 and I John 2; }2 say that "through his name (through the 
agency of his name)" It's required for remission of sins and it's used at baptism, = 


Argument number three along this line. Ephesians 5:25 says, ''That he might 
sanctify it by cleansing it in the laver of water by a spoken word." And this word 
is in the singular. It's one word. The word "rema" is usually for "spoken word". 
The word "logos" is usually for written word. And there is one word that accomp- 
lishes cleansing in the water at baptism. But my friend says what is said is nor 
necessarily important, 











il) whichssays that we are 


justified, washed and cleansed "in the name of our Lox rist and he 
Spiri it of our God.'' In both cases... this is a compound action that can be shared 
by others. That says you are justified in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ when 
your sins are remitted at baptism and by the Spirit of our God. 


The word "in' is on both words here. Spirit is an instrument of cleansing. And no 
also in the name "en" goes with name. Name is an instrument of cleansing, "En" 


at the baptism when the name is pronounced as some of these verweshave indicated. 
And I believe I'm just about to get out of time here. I bid you listen to my good 


| 
goes with Spirit. Spirit is an instrument of cleansing and the cleansing takes place A 
friend Mr. Hafley. 


MR, HAFLEY'S FIRST NEGATIVE ON THE 
BAPTISMAL FORMULA 


Proposition to be denied: The Scriptures teach that the formula used in the New 
Testament baptisms contained the name of Jesus aud- 
ibly invoked over the candidate, and this therefore is 
one of the essentials of Gristian baptism. | 


Gentlemen moderators, Mr. Ferguson, brothers and sisters in Christ, ladies and 
gentlemen: 


I want to assure you that it is a distinc privilege and pleasure that we enjoy to- 
night to come together in this capacity and study the Word of the Lord. In chart no, 
14 let us notice please what we are discussing. Ladies and gentlemen, the issue of 
difference between us is not whether or not we are baptized in Jesus! name. The iss- 
ue is not, ladies and gentlemen, should we baptize in Jesus' name. The issue is not 
were people in the New Testament baptized in Jesus' name. It is not may Jesus' name 
be pronounced, Ladies and gentlemen the issue is must we pronounce the name of 
Jesus Christ or Lord Jesus over a baptismal candidate. And I want to notice, ladies 
and gentlemen, from chart number 76 that my opponent knows what is the issue. We 
are not débating baptism in the name of Jesus, something to be done, but whether or 
not it is to be said, And here's the proposition he signed his name to affirm: And he 
has not given a single solitary verse that was on the proposition, nota one! Now not- 
ice. 'The Scriptures teach that the formula used in the NT baptisms.. .'' How many 
passages did he cite that had to do with New Testament baptism? How many of them 
dealt with that? ''...contained the name of Jesus audibly invoked over the candidate! 
He inferred in answer to a question as we will notice that the candidate might be in- 
volved. That's not what your proposition says. Your proposition says that it was over 
the candidate. Can the candidate call it over himself, Mr. Ferguson? Can he call it 
over himself? You're standing up here telling me you can do so:. "And this therefore 
is one of the essentials of Christian baptism." ''Christian baptism. '' I thought you 
baptized alien sinners. Ido. There's no such thing as "Christian'baptism, And there 
is no scripture that gives that title to it. Mendo. Maybe Alexander Cambell did , and 
Paul Ferguson, but the Word of the Lord does not. We baptize alien sinners. 


Now let me read his questions. I think that'll suffice to talk about the issue for a 
few minutes. ''What is the purpose of a Greek Lexicon?" To define Greek terms. 
"Were there any oaths, blessings prayers in the name of Jehovah where Jehovah's 
name was not actually used?" The name was used as to one addressed as to Acts 1: 
24 and Acts 4:24, I want to know if there's any oaths, blessings and prayers in the 


name of Jehovah where it was called over the one doing the praying! That's the para. 


lel, Mr. Ferguson. How about all these passages, the blessings and the prayers and 
the oaths, where it's being called over the one doing it. Now that's your parallel. Put 
that down and answer it. (Thirdly) "Were there any Se an ee in the name 


Sy 


'in the name! in Acts 2:38"? They would understand it 'by the authority of", Acts 4: 
6,10 and 12. "Did the false prophets come in the authority of Jehovah or speaking the 
name?" They claimed to. Matt. 7:22. Six, ''Please tell us what is wrong with Bauer's 
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translation of the "in the name" passages?" Well, first of all I would just suggest 
this: that itis Bauer versus God. That'd be one of the first things wrong with it, 

Mr. Bauer says, that itis ''that which seems to be a formula". 1 wonder, Mr Fergu- 
son, if you'll tell us what's wrong with that statement. He doesn't say itis a formu- 
la. Bauer says, "It seems to be a formula", Now you tell us what's wrong with that 
would you? He said, "Was our contribution in your authority or in your name?" Jt 
was not by my authority hence not by my name. Now, if you want to make it in my 
name why didn’t you get down there and call my name over me. That's the issue and 
that's the parallel. To do it in my name according to him means to call my name 
over me. That's the parallel. You want it done in my name according to you. You 
had to put the dollar down and call the name over me. That's the parallel, and there 
is where you missed it. Now deal with that, friend Ferguson. He said are there any 
single actions in salvation with continuing results besides baptism which are assoc- 
iated with the Lord's name? Try confession, Romians 10:9;Heb. 10:23, "Where and 
how did Paul receive remission of sins in Acts 22:16?" When he obeyed the Lord, 

he received remission of sins. No, he was not told to wash away his sins by praying. 
What is the one spoken word in Eph. 5:25?" (He means 5:26) "which cleanses our 
sins at baptism?" I do not see one spoken word that was to cleanse our sins at bap- 
tism. I want to know in Eph. 5:26 what was called over the man? When he gets to Eph, 
5:26, ladies and gentlemen, where does it say what was said over the man? 


Chart no. 76. Where does it say in Eph. 5:26 what was audibly invoked over the 
person in the water? That's what I want to know. And that's what Mr. Ferguson can- 
not find. He said, "How comes it to pass that though once and only once it is comm- 
anded the nations to be immersed in the name of the Father Son and Holy Ghost, 
though we read of no one being immersed in this way, how comes it to pass that all 
sects use. these words without scruple?' Answer: I do not know why sects do what 
they do. Iam not a sectarian. If you want to ask me a question, I'll deal with it, I 
do not know why sects do what they do, friend Ferguson. | 


And then I want to notice the questions I gave him and his answers to them. In 
chart Q3 let us notice, please, that I asked him a question: "Do you baptize in the 
name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit as Jesus said do?" You know what he did? 
He said, "YES", "comma" and he went on , but he said, "Yes", Now Mr. Ferguson, 
if you say no to that question you just said no I didn't mean yea. Then remember 
it's what JESUS SAID do. I said, "Do you do that?' And you said, "Yes," And then 
his questions why do sects do it? Why don't you tell us, Mr. Ferguson? He wanted 
to know why sects baptize in the name of the Father, Son and Hély Spirit. That's 
his question to me. He said, ''Who do sects do that?! And he says he does it. Why 
don't you tell us Mr. Ferguson? That'H help us out a little on that question now won't 
it? All right, all right, thahk you. I said, "Is it wrong to say what you do?" And he 
said, "No", AIL right, Mr. Ferguson, if you baptize in the name :of the Father Son 
and Holy Spirit, is it wrong to say what you do and you say, "NO"", I want you to 


explainify tomorrow night why it's wrong to say that now in answer to these questions. “ 


We're going to hold these before this audience, And thére not going to forget this 
tomorrow night when I'm in the affirmiative that you said that one could do it, and 
„it's not wrong to say it. And by the way if it's wrong to say what the Lord said do, 
then who misleads us? 


- 





` 


vr, 


Mr. Hafley's Ist Baptism Negative page 83 


Three. ‘Who is to speak the formula in baptism “the baptizer or the one being 
baptized?" He acted like it didn't make any difference. Chart no. 76. He acted like 
it could be just anyone participating. No, it had to by audibly invoked. A fellow on 
the bank or in the audience is not calling it over him. And it couldn't be the candi- 
date, and he's participting but it couldn't be him, It's to be over him. Your propo- 
sition denies your answer, Mr, Ferguson. Did you know we'd catch you in things like 
that? My, my, what will men say? 


All right let's go back to Q3, "For a person to repent in the name of Christ, must 
the name of Jesus be audibly invoked over him?" You know what he said? He said, 


—#¥es", How many of you people had the name of Jesus pronounced over you when you 


repented like you did when you were baptized? See Acts 2:38. "Repent and be baptized 
everyone of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins ."' Call it 
over you when you repent? Acts 10:43 says, ''Thraugh his name whomsoever believ- 
eth in Him..." If it's a formula ‘when you're baptized, why not-when you repent? And 
why not when you believe? (Acts 10:43) Why not call it over the person when they 
belive, Mr. Ferguson? (Acts 10:43) 


See chart number 16, please, Now ladies and gentlemen let us just notice a few 
things here. Let's notice if we're to call the name over everytime we had something 
here. I want to notice some thingswe're to do, All that we do in word or in deed is 
to be done in the name of the Lord, Now we sing in the name of the Lord Jesus. 
Must we say a formula over a person? Now when you sing, does Mr. Lewis have to « 
Say the name of Jesus over you? When you pray does your wife have to say the name 
of Jesus over you? How about at the table? Do you pray in the name of Jesus? Ido. 
And you claim to. But does someone call the name over you while you're doing it to 
make it doing it? That's the parallel, and that's the issue of difference between us. 
That's what you're not facing. But you're going to face it these next two nights, 
You're going to face it. You will see. 


Now then back to Q3. I said, 'Does the term name in Acts 4:12 refer to the liter- 
al name of Jesus or does it refer to power and authority?" He said'it refers to the 
literal name. '' Chart number 78. He cited the passage that cut his throat. What will 
man say’? He cited Acts 4 on this . Now notice what it means to do something in the 
name of the Lord. The ‘question was in Acts 4:7, 'By what power or by what name 
have they done this?!' Answer:'By the name, power, or authority of Jesus Christ" 
so neither is there salvation in any other for there is none other name ( that is pow- 
er or authority) under heaven given among men whereby we must be saved. "That 
passages does not say what must be said over a candidate and that's what your prop- 
osition says. That passage doesn't say it. "By what power...'! That's what is ’ 
meant by the name, or by what name. There's the definition of it! Now the literal 
name of Jesus. More on that later. 


Q3. Does Matt. 28:19, question 6,''Does Matt. 28:19 show what is to be done or 
what is to be said?’ He said it shows what is to be SAID! Matt. 28:19 shows what is 
to be said. And Mr. Ferguson says that he says it. Is that what you say, Mr, Fergu- 
son? I ask you is it wrong to Say it, and you say, ''NO'"., And you said, ''Yes that's 
what you do. " Now then the answer to the question, ''Does it say what's to be said?" 


You have said, "YES". Matt. 28:19 shows what is to be SAID, Then why don't you say 
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it? Now I want you to give this audience an answer. You said that this shows what ot 
must be SAID! All right if it's what must be said, then do you say it; and if you i 
don't say it you disobey the Lord! You remember Matt. 28:19, He says Matt. 28:19 
shows what must be said. Does he say "in the name of the Father, Son and Holy 
Spirit?" He says that's what you must do. If he says, "No I don't say it. ", then he 

says, ''No I don't do what the Lord said must be done." You just remember that, 

Mr. Ferguson if you don't we'll help you in our next speech. 


Question seven. ‘Were the commands in Acts 2:38 and 10:48 directed to candi- 
dates for baptism?" Is this a critical question? Now listen to it. He said it's to 
candidates. All right. That upsets his use of the passages, He said that Acts 2:38 
and 10:48 are directed to the candidates. Look at chart 76. In hart number 76, _ | 
therefore, he cannot use them, because it was to be audibly invoked over the candi- 
date. It's not what the candidate says, and yet Acts 2:38 is directed to the candidate, ; 
says Paul Ferguson. He's the witness. But it's what the baptizer is to do over him. | 
That's what your proposition says. My, my, Mr. Ferguson. What's wrong with you? 
Here you go and use a passage that shows what the baptizer, the one doing it is to 
say, and then you cite a pas sąge that shows by your own mouth what the candidates are | 
to do. Come on, Paul, you can do better than that! 





Question number eight. (Which is not on the screen in chart 80) I asked him in 
question 8, "Did you come here tonight in the name of the Lord?" He said, "Yes, I 
said it on my way here, and he nearly jumped, and he said, "I'll say it-~Jesus, Jesus," 
Well, friend Ferguson, I wonder who called it over you. I didn't ask you if you said pt 
_ it. I said who called it over you? That's the parallel. If to be baptized in the name of 
Jesus, it must be said over you, then to come here in the name of Jesus somebody 
had to say it over you. If not, why not? Now there it is“Opponent says to be baptized 
-in the name of the Lord means tbe name was to be pronounced, Thus, if the oppon- 
ent came here in the name of the Lord, then the name of Jesus was called over him! 
Which one of opponent's brethren called the name of Jesus over him?"Now one of 
your brethren, just answer it yourself, which one of his brethren called it over 
him? He says be baptized in the name of the Lord means to call-it over. 'Now Paul 
don't cite yourself, I know you might have said it. But that's not the issue of diff- 
erence. The issue is being called over you. Who called it over you on the way here? 
Who did it? Who called it over you’, Mr. Ferguson? 





Question no. 9, (which is not on chart no. 81) Now I asked him, "When the Holy | 
Spirit was sent in Jesus' name was it necessary to pronounce the name, Jesus over | 
the Holy Spirit before he could come in Jesus' name? And you know what he said? J | 
YES!!t!! All right, Mr. Ferguson, who called it over him? Was there another person 
to call it over him? Now he said when the Holy Spirit came, in the name of Jesus 
that someone had to call it over him. WHO DID IT??? Was that another person, 

Mr. Ferguson? Now he can't answer that with a grin! Now can you? Let me tell you 
something, ladies and gentlemen, he's on the hook and he's going to stay there. Now, ” 
notice it pbase! The Holy Spirit in Jesus' name. So when the Spirit came,He came in 
Jesus’ name.(Acts 2:4) Yet the Holy Spirit was not called Jesus. He was called 
"Spirit", (Acts 2:4, 33, and 38) The Holy Spirit. To come in Jesus! name does not 
mean to wear or use His name. Question: Was it necessary to pronounce Jesus'! 
name over the Holy Spirit for him to come in Jesus name? Paul Ferguson said, 


á 
Ki ~ 
Szu 


Mr. Hafley's lst Baptism Negative page 85 


"Yes,it is." It's necessary to call it over him. I wonder who that person was that 
called it over him, mr. Ferguson, and if that'd be another person? I wonder. You 

just remember that. You're going to have to face this. You're going to have to face 
it again and again. This audience is not going to let you forget, either. 


Now then we've got 15 minites to deal with his speech. He said he was happy to 
be representing the pentecostal churches. I wonder what churches appointed him. 
You talk like you represent the pentecostal CHURCHES!!!! Who appointed you, Paul? 
. He said he's happy to be here, didn't know if I was satisfied or not. He said I should 
try and try again. Well, Mr. Ferguson! Well Mr. Ferguson, I'll tell you when I was a 
boy and my father gave me a licking, I did want another one, and yet you being wit- 
ness, you say I'm here again. So that proves I'm not getting the licking you say I'm 
getting. If he didn't keep reminding you about it, I guess no one would ever know, 
would they, Paul? You keep telling these people how Hafley's getting whipped to 
death. Come on, Paul, get up again and remind them now cause they might forget 
it. You just let them know how bad I'm getting whipped. 


He said, "Now if some of you people want to tarry afterwards, we'll call the name 
of Jesus over you, and he will fill your heart." Well I thought you were supposed to 
do that when you were baptized, Mr. Ferguson. And where's the Scripture that says 
tarry here and we'll call the name of Jesus over you, and he'll fill your heart? Where's 
the passage that says that? Now they'll do it if you'll find the passage that says do it. 
In fact I'll do it. Now you cite the passage. I'm calling your bluff: on it, Paul. You 
cite the passage that tells me to do that. Now he's been called, and I'll stay after- 
wards if he'll cite the passage. You cite it and we'll deal with it with all candor. 


He came to Acts 2:38 and I want my proof. Well he's already surrendered Acts 
2:38, He says that's to the candidate. In question number 7 he says that was to the 
candidate. He's already given it up. So Acts 2:38 can't be used. And by the way it 
says, ''Repent and be baptized." Why not call it over him when he repents? He says 
"O we do.'' And you people know that no such thing is done as ‘’ is done in.repent- 
ence as is done in baptism.in calling the name over you. All of you know that Paul 
Ferguson knows that. And Acts 10:43 says belief is through his name. Do you do it 
when they believe? If at repentence and baptism, why not at faith? (Acts 10:43) 

. Why not when you belive? Acts 10:43. You folks know you don't do that. And thenhe 

_ says, ''l want to know what the Jewish people would say." What would the Jews in- 
all öf his 50 charts..Here's what he said what would the Jews say it means? Answer 
chart no, 78. Here's what the Jews would say it meant, Mr. Ferguson. He said all 
these hundred passages is to see what the Jews would say. Well, there was a high 
priest that said, "By what power or by what name has he done this?" Now there Mr, 
Ferguson, that would have saved all your trouble. Acts 4:7. There's a high priest 
of the Jews saying, 'By what power or by what name have you done this?" And that 
would have savedyou all that trouble, Mr. Ferguson. There's what the Jews thought 
about it. Isn't it? That's not nearly it. That's not about it. THAT'S IT!!!! You can 
see that, can't you Mr. Fergsuon? | 


Chart no. 84. I want to show you what the Jews would have thought about it. Now Mr. 
Ferguson here's the answer to it. Jeremiah 34:16.''But ye turned and polluted my 
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name," How did they do that? They rejected God's authority. They rebelled against 
his will. Jer. 34:17. ''You've not hearkened unto me. Transgres6sed my convnant 
and have not performed my word. '' Jer. 34:18. Conclusiom. to pollute His name is 
to reject his authority. To do a thing in his name is to act by his authoirty, That's 
what the Jews would:.have thought about it, Mr. Ferguson. There's the definition for 
you from two charts and two passages of Scripture. Now that ought to be clear 


enough even for you. 


And then he came to all of his charts. Let's have his Baumgartner no, 1, Number 
one. I want to know where does Baumgartner say that it's called over a person in 
water? Now that's what the issue is. It's the Bible versus Baumgartner and Fergu- 
son then isn't it? Where does it say called over the person in baptism? That's the 
issue. That's what we're debating. He said, ''Mr.Hafely's got lex fever. '' Well he 
made reference to it and where he leads I'll follow. He was referring to Phil. 2:6. 
where that it was equal with and wanted to know if I wanted to check the passage 
of Phil. 2:6 and he used a lexicon. And I said, ''I don't need a lexicon, '' I didn't need 
the lexicon. I got up with Phil. 2:9 and refuted the lexicon and his misuse of Phil. 
2:6. That's where he says I got lexiphobia. He says being equal with God doesn't mean 
there's another person in the Godhead. I showed that God exalted Him. That's two. 
Phil. 2:9. That's why he says I've got lexiphobia. He brought it up. Ididn't reintro- 
duce it. You brought it up. Now that's where he got that. 


Get his charts with lexicon definitions and show them. Now get my chart number 
90, You've seen all of his charts and a number of these passages. In chart number 
90, ladies and gentlemen, I want you to notice, It ought to be striking to you. ''My 
opponent cites passages not relevent, not pertinent to the proposition. My opponent 
is to show what was said over the candidate for New Testament baptism. But he 
cites nearly a hundred passages which do not mention baptism, do not mention the 
candidate for baptism, do not mention an administrator of baptism and do not mention 
what was said, spoken or pronounced over him!!!!'' That's the answer to those hun- 
dred passages, Mr. Paul Ferguson. That's the answer to them. That's NOT WHAT 


WE'RE DEBATING!!!! 


Now back to that chart number three. Friends, he cites ISam.17:45, where that he 
came out and mentions that David went to fight the giant in I Sam. 17:45. David went 
to fight Goliath "in the name of the Lord". Now Mr. Ferguson, what about the passage 
which shows where they called the name of Jesus audibly over David before he went 
and did it? Hmmmmm? Isn't that the parallel? Now, Mr. Ferguson he came in the 
name. of the Lord against Goliath. (I Sam.17:45) Where does it say they called the 
name of Jesus over him before he went to fight Goliath? That's what you need to find 
sir, Get up here and deal with that! Now, I Sam, 25:9 the Bible said that David's 
servants came in the name of David. I want to know did they have the name of David 
audibly invoked over them? Did someone say "David" over them before they could 
come in David's name? Answer that. Deal with it? That' s the parallel tol Sam. 17. 


His reference to Paw Southern is answered by I John 2:19. And then he says (Luk: 


24:47) "Repentence and remission of sins in His name", You call it over them when 
they repent? How about when you believe ?(Acts 10:43) And then he said, "Listen I 
wouldn't give a dime for a sermon that didn't have the name of Jesus in it, '' Now 
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Mr. Ferguson how about giving a dime for a sermon that didn't have a.sermon where 
somebody called the name of Jesus over the preacher? How about that kind, Mr. 
Ferguson? Now that's you p#rallel, sir! That's your parallel isn't it? You say bap- 
tism in the name of Jesus: means audibly invoked over the candidate, All right if 
you preach in the name of Jesus, then someone's got to call the name of Jesus over 
you, Just getting up here and saying Jesus, Jesus, Jesus isn't it. It's got to be 
calle d- over you, He came to Acts 3:6 and said, ''Where miracles were done they 
were done the name of Jesus was pronounced, And he acted like that was always the 


case, 


Chart number 17. I want us to notice that Mark 16:17 and 18 says that these imir-- 
acleswere to be done IN THE NAME OF JESUS!!!! By his authority. But not one 


_ thing was said when the viper was on Paul's hand. Who called the name of Jesus over 


Paul in Acts 28? Now you say”in the name of Jesus\means that the name must be call- 
ed over him. And I want to know who called the name of Jesus, or did he call it over 
the head of the viper? Just either way , Paul, you can find it, we'll take it. Should 
they call the name of Jesus over the viper so he'd let go? Or over the head of Paul? 
Either way and we'll take it. Now you find it. It was done in the name of Jesus. 

(Mark 16) And that's not the only one, Acts 14, The lame man and Acts 13 also. A 
man was blinded, but what was called over him? What was called over him? 


And then he came to Acts 2:38. His chart no.8. His chart 8. Baptized in Jesus’ 
name. Yes, That's what's to be done, but Mr. Paul Ferguson already in answer toa 
question said that that was to the candidates. We want to know what was to be said 
over them. What was to be said over the candidates? That's what the candidate was 
to do. He was to repent and be baptized in the name of Jesus. What was to be said 
over him? That's the issue. 


His no. 10. No.10. He cited his scholars, and he said that all of these Meulton- 
Turner grammar and all of these are authoritative. All right that's the one I want- 
ed. That is authoritative. But I want to know where does this say that they took a 
person out in the water and called the name of Jesus over him? Chart na. 90. 


Now he cited all of these passages and all of these scholars and I want you to 
remember, ladies and gentlemen, not a one mentions baptism, a candidate or what 


have you. 


And then Thayer says on these passages, "Baptism means to bind one to acknowl- 
edge the dignity and authority.... by one's cammend and authority acting in his be- 
half. '' (Thayer, page 447) 


And then he: cited Cambell for a doctrine. He said Cambell said it. Well I don't 
follow Alexander Cambell, Mr. Ferguson. Maybe you do. Is that what you were mean- 
ing? Then he came to Acts 17 or Acts 17:15. Chart 85. I want us to notice now when 
he came to (chart 85b) when he came to Acts 15:17, he didn't make an argument on 
it, but I want us to notice plase that says upon whom not over whom my name is call- 
ed. By the way it's not a case of New Testament water baptism, but your proposition 
specifically says, ''in New Testament cases of baptism, '' It shows that gentiles are 
now acceptable. It shows what God did, not what someone called over them. 
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He didn't make an argument on James 2 and verse 7, but we'll notice chart 85c, 
please. "Do not they blaspheme that worthy name by which you are called." He came 
to James 2:7. Notice, ladies and gentlemen, James 2:7 does not mention baptism, an 
administrator, or what must BE SAID!I!!!1! But that's what your proposition says, 
But it mentions none of those things, Mr, Ferguson, nota one of them! 


He came to Eph. 5:26. We're anxious in Mr. Ferguson's translation. Chart 86. 
When he read that we're anxious for Ferguson's translation on that. That's enough 
answer to it. Doesn't say what was called. We've dealt with it. He came to Acts 22: 
16. 'Arise,: be baptized washaway thy sins calling upon the name of the Lord. " 

"Opponent says calling on the name means having the name invoked over you." Well 
now notice please the command here is for Saul to do the calling and not Ananias! 
My opponent believes and his proposition says an administrator must do the calling, 
But this says Saul is to do it. t 'reyerses that. So even if my opponent is right, he's 


wrong! It says Saul is to do it. Doesn 


't say what is to be called over him. 


He came to I Cor. 6:11. Chart no. 87. (Time called) Thank you very much ladies 


and gentlemen. 


ar Tana, 


he 


e 











MR. FERGUSON'S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE ON THE BAPTISMAL FORMULA 


Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, Mr. Hafley: 


I'm happy to be here to represent the Churches of Christ in this great debate between 


_barry Hafley and the Bible. He wanted to know who appointed me. Well the apostle 


Paul said "who hath made us able ministers." The same one who appointed apostle 
Paul appointed my to represent the pentecostal churches that started on the day of 
Pentecost. That teach what Christ taught, do what Christ said do and ascribe to Him 
all the honor and glory that are ascribed to him in the 66 books of the Bible! 


Now he stated that people didn't usually return to get a lickkin', and this indicat- 
ed that he did not get a lickin'. Well of course I can't account for that either, but I 
do know that there's a lot of people with suicidal tendencies, I guess this could en- 
ter in the realm of theology as well as in the realm of natural things too.So maybe 
that's the way he has got it. But we'll see what he will come up with when we come 
back together again, whether he'll do a lot of studying and finally find some of those 
things or not, 


Well let's see now. I'm going to take up some of those things that Mr. Hafley 
answered or attempted to answer. And one of the first that he seemed to think, 
seemed to fell that was against my point.... | 


(By the way what's my starting time? Moderator: A quarter till 9. F: When did 
I start this? How much time have I been up here? H's moderator: You been going 
about 2 minutes, F: Then at 23 after I'll be through. All right I want to know when 
I've got to leave here. I trust that I won't be up again tonight after my time is over), 


But in answering question 7 he seemed to think somehow that the calling of the `- 
name had something to do with overthrowing my case. Particularly on who called 
it. Well particularly he said Acts 2:38 was to candidates so the candidates would 
have to call the name over themselves. Well it said, "Be baptized", And that's in 
the passive, and I always thought the passive indicated somebody else did the action! 
If they (the candidates) had to call the name over, then who's supposed to IMMERSE 
the candidate? Do they just get out into the water and immerse themselves? And as 
they go under, you know what they do? ??? As they go under they raise their head 





up and they call the name over themselves as their immersing themselves according 


to Mr. Hafley's argument! 


And J stated that it was an either-or thing. I stated that it was not necessarily 
directly related to the issue. The issue is of course calling the name. And the name 
somehow gets called over the candidate. Whether he raises his head and calls it up 
and over or whether somebody does it from the said and calls it over him. But the 
word "baptize'' in each one of those cases is in the passage, and the passive indi- 


cates ANOTHER does it!!! So I guess that's the answer. I said he might answer it 


later! But the passage indicates that another person did it. 


Well old Doctor Ferguson's gonna work on Mr. Hafley and kinda’ analyze him a 
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little bit. We got him with some ‘suicidal tendencies as far as his doctrine is con- 
cerned. You know one thing that might cause people to...I've taken a lot of psycho. 
logy. You know some of these guy's have a guilty conscience, Maybe kinda' back of 
his spiritual mind he fe@ls guilty a little bit for some of this false doctrine and 
wants to take a little punishment for it. I don't know. I'm just gonna work on him a 
little bit though. We're going to get to the cause of his lexiphobia. And I think that 


the cause of his lexiphobia is that he doesn't check things. And we'll get the tapes on | 


that passage last night and you'll see how that came out, that Phillipians bit, and 
you can compare it. Se Iwon't mention that. 


And I want to mention his use of the lexicon, however. He quoted from Thayer, 
p.447. I believe that was the reference that he had, And he thought that he found 


something fhat Thayer said that'll support his case, And Thayer has something here o. 


about "in the name" on p. 447, ladies and gentlemen, It says, ''To do a thing in the 
name of someone (en onomati tinos -that's what it says.) that is by one's command 
and authority acting on his behalf, his cause, !! a 


Well Thayer said that, and Mr. Hafley, I know that you believe that that supports 
your position because that's what he said. He teaches that it's not the literal name, 
"I know it says name in Acts 2:38 and all those name passages but it means authori- 
ty. '' And that's one of the signs of a false cult when they start gettin’ in the Bible 
and saying, 'I know it says 'name', but it means X, Y, Z, and W,Q." 


Well Thayer did not say that which I just read, Some of you brethren may have 
Thayer, but Thayer did not say that. And I'm going to give you a lesson in thè use 
of Thayer that will help show where all this lexiphobia is coming from. Now if you 
brethren will take your Thayer. Everybody take your Thayer out, and turn to the 
title sheet and hold it up. The title sheet says,"A GREEK-ENGLISH LEXICON OF 
THE NT BEING GRIMM-WILKE'S CLAVIS NOVI TESTIMENTI" And that's what it | 
is. It's the work of Grimm and a guy named Wilke. Slide no. 11. 


Now we're gonna show a little bit about Thayer here. You see Thayer was just 
translator of. this. lexicon. Thayer was not the writer of it. And he says, "I was 
determined to reproduce his (that's Grimm's, and before Grimm it was Wilke 
going way back to 1850 or before) second edition in it's integrity (that means the 
whole thing!) with only silent corrections of obvious oversights... references added 
correcting these of professlor Grimm'(Notice that!!) (That references were added 
correcting Grimm) It's what Grimm said. Well how do you know these references? 
Well if you look on p.x-v-i-i-i down at the bottom there it says, !'Brackets have 


been added to mark additions by American editor", And that's what Thayer said. 
where it.is.in the. brackets there. | 


Notice ladies and gentlemen! My opponent has this and can check this. Although 
he doesn't like to check stuff too much. Maybe we'll prevail upon him this time. It 
Says, "Go and see W390". And it says, "I've added references correcting those of 
professor Grimm." And then the brackets have been added by Thayer who's the 
American editor and translator of this. And Thayer says, ''The expert can TRAIN 
HIS EYE TO RUN RIGHT OVER THEM." Well Mr. Hafley does real good without 
training, I think, on this particular point. l 











pr 
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Well let's look at this ‘run over reference". You see, ladies and gentlemen, this 
is a reference to Thayer's grammar. Not many people know that Thayer has a 


grammar. There again it's a translation of Winer's grammar, but it has fine print 


which is the word of the editor whichwas Thayer, and this is the noted This is the 
run over reference] And I have that on my table. T's a collector's item. It's part 


This is Thayer. This is what Thayer says. This is what you're supposed to go 
to in the brackets, Everytime or at least in two places Thayer has this reference in 
his lexicon, It says: 


“Even in the most recent lexicons'(that would be Grimm's not the one from 
Grimm's fairy tales where Mr. Hafley got his doctrine I guess, but that 
Grimm is Thayer. Thayer translated Grimm. So the latest lexicon at the 

time of this about about the Civil war was Grimm. )"the meanings of the , 
preposition ''en" have been incorrectly applied (in the lexicons) to passages i 
in the NT. The interpretations which have been given to the phrase 'in the 
name! in particular..the various senses (of 'in the name') may be traced : 
back severally in the simplest manner to the literal meaning of the phrase!! f 
(And that's the Word "name" and not "authority" and not "relying on some-~ | 
body!It says "name ) ae 


Mr.Hafley gets Thayer or thinks he's got Thayer. Really he's got some real old 
horny guy back in 1850 where Thayer was correcting him, and he said it means 
"relying on it." It say$''name" but it means "relying on!''. Thank you, I'll take Thayer 
over against Grimm and Wilke and particularly his correction of them, "This task 
has not yet been performed satisfactorily." But it was in just a few years! Slide no. 
10 and hold my time while the're getting it. 


Start my time again. Thayer said it had not yet been done, but the greatest and 
most monumental study of "the grammar on "in the name" is by Heitmueller, and 
it was done after Thayer said that. And since then there have been no Greek schol- 
ars, as far as I know, which have taken a position such as Grimm and Wilke. So 
that's so much for a little lesson in lexicography and "run over references', You 
need to train your eye to check these things, and that's the difference between a, 
and marks the reason for Mr. Hafley's roubis here. 


Well some of his questions. 'Do you baptize in the name of the Father, Son and 


Holy Ghost?" And he says, "Don't go back on it'because I already said yes. Well it 


Says name theresyand I know Mr. Hafley will have something tọ say about name, sing- 
ular. And just let him say it. I'll be back later on to explain about it. He says "Why 
don't you do it?" We do it! It says in the NAME of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost. 

It says, "N-A-M-E", "NAME", NOT NAMES !! And Jesus inherited a name. "Father" 
was not his name. "Son" was not his name. It was not his proper name. There's a 
difference between common descriptive titles and a proper name, There's a differ- 
ence þetween the twọ, and Mr. Hafley knows that there is. And what did he say about. 


the letter that I put down here with the dollar in it°that had "father, son and holyman''! 


on it? He's got some of the holes in his doctrine, and we found them there. And it 
says name. Jesus obtained his name by inheritance. And it says, "Thou shalt call 
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his name...!! The proper name is what you get at birth. When he was born. "Thou 
shalt call his name Jesus for he shall save his people from their sins. That was 
his proper name. 7 


And he said, "Why do sects do it" Why do you do it?" Well we are nota sect. A 
sect is something that's cut off from, separated and apart from the Word of God. 
And we're not apart from the Word of God so don't go buggin' me about that. You 
didn't answer it yourself. You just throwed it off on my back, Well the monkey's 
back on you! 


Number two. "Is it wrong to say what you do?" I said, "No it is not wrong to say 
what you do, "and that my proposition states that I consider other words, as long as 
a person's conscience is right, are all right to put in there as long as the name, 
"Jesus" is included. However, if they are really baptizing in the authority of Jesus, 
and they really want to confess Jesus before men, why not pronounce His name? 
And how can you tell baptism in Jesus' name if you put a piece of tape over your 
mouth? It would be the same as baptism in the name of Musolini or baptism in the 
name of Peter Pan! Or Jack Schwartz or something like that if he didn't say some - 
thing to let the people know what you are doing. The Bible says, “If any man's 
ashamed to confess me before men, I'll be ashamed of him. I won't confess him in 
heaven... Og Wekiee tf 


All right. No.3. ''Who is to speak the name in baptism? The baptizer or the one 
baptized?" I already indicated that. that it's in the -passive indicating something 
that was to be done. So he doesn't have a point on Acts 2:38 because it's indicating 
something to be done by another, That's what passive means. Mr.Hafley when you 
come up here, please tell the people what passive is and don't be passive about 
it but make an answer on it? So far you have not done that! 


No. 4."For a person to xepent in.the.name of Christ..." I already said that. When 
he repents we are praying for him and we are calling out the name and the name is 


going over his head. And that takes care of that. 


The term "name''in Acts 4:12 is referring to a literal name. I indicated they used 
the word "or". It indicated a difference, He did not say anything about the word 
'or'' there. It indicates ''power or authority. '' I showed in Acts 3:6 where in this in- 
stance when the individual was talking and was asking in what "power or authority" 
they did it in. But they actually called the name in Acts 3:6. I said that every miracle 
where it said that this specific miracle was done in the name of Jesus, actually the 
name of Jesus was pronounced, 


Now we might as well get this now as kill it later. He had three passages there. 
He said that Mark 16, an interesting passage from my friend's standpoint, but we 
will not comment on that. due to the issue that's up before you now. It says,'',.., 
them that believe, They shall lay hands on the sick in my name they shall pick up 
serpents, in my name cast out demons and so on". Well that's true. That's general. 
That is not speaking of a specific instance such as in Corinth on 67 AD Paul will lay 
hands on "'Stookabob!'' and cast that demon out of him, and is not refe rring to any 
specific thing. But remember in each case where it says it was done "in the name" 


Aara 
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I can show-by the Bible that the name was pronounced and spoken by the person. 


And he said what about the snake that Paul picked up? Well if Paul picked up the 
Snake and didn't say the name, it was nota miracle done "in the name" but it was 
done ''by the power, by the authority"! because there's a difference. But how do we. 
know? The people.were standing afar off, and it doesn't say one way or another. It 
doesn't give the details of the situation, 


Now the other passage he used was Elymas. And of course it doesn't say anything 
_ about striking people blind "in the name of Jesus", That was not put in as a gift. Any 
way Mr.Hafley is not doing quite as well as what Elymas was at withstanding Paul. 
He's not quite giving me as much opposition as Elymas was giving Paul. Hardly any 
at all as a matter of fact!!! So we won't have anything to say about that. 


And then he mentioned Acts 14 where'in the name" was not mentioned. And I want 
to point out to my friend. Did you ever realize the result of that? WHO GOT THE CRE. 
DIT IN THAT CASE? MR. HAFLEY WHEN YOU GET UP HERE TELL THE PEOPLE ~ 
ABOUT THAT! WHO GOT THE CREDIT FOR IT IN ACTS 14? TELL US ABOUT IT! 
JIII SHOW IT TO US IN THE BIBLE!!! PEOPLE WANTA' KNOW! YOU ELDERS 
WHEN HE GETS IN THE BIBLE STUDY ASK HIM ABOUT ACTS 14 AND WHO GOT 
THE CREDIT FOR THAT MIRACLE WHEN THE NAME WAS NOT MENTIONED. 

THAT WAS A MIRACLE BY THE POWER OF CHRIST, BUT IT WAS NOT IN THE 
NAME BECAUSE CHRIST DIDN'T GET GREDIT. They went and brought out these 
garlands and stuff as far as the audience was concerned. Course Luke straightened 
it out later, but they thought that Jupiter and the gods had come down! And what 
about that? Well let's get going! 


_I don't have to do much of anything because he didn't touch my affirmative. I can 
just get up here and Sing or...if he does: this way Friday night, Bro. Lewis, you 
better get a musical program ready in case we need to fill up some time here, But 
Matt, 28:19.: Whether what's to be done or said? And I gave him a choice here. He 
grabbed a hold of one and rode it like a stick and said that was what mine had to be, 
I said either what is to be said. ... If it's something to be said it's in the NAME of 
Jesus which was the name he got from his Father which was Jesus.OR I SAID Ss ws 
NOW THERE'S "OR", AND IT MEANS A DIFFERENCE. IT CAN'T NECESSARILY 
BE BOTH OF THEM! IT'S EITHER. .«. OR... . IN HIS OTHER PASSAGE IT SAID, 
"BY WHAT NAME OR-BY WHAT AUTHORITY HAVE YOU DONE THIS ?''And the 
apostles picked NAME and in so doing destroyed Mr. Hafley's CASE! And he said, 
‘What are you up there all the time tellin' the folks that you whipped me for?''Well 
that s what I come for to expose you, and you been doing the same thing tellin' em 
how bad you whomped me! So the kettle can't say blac ky to the pot! Everytime people 
get up that's what they say. That s what this is all about. Go check some of your 
debating manuals. Bales-Christian Contend for Your Cause, àd some of those 
things that you sell under the counter at your bookstores, Course I had the gift of 
discernment and found out and got one! 


But, here, let's see what question we're on here. No, 7.1 already answered that, 
No. 8.I'm just going through 'em again. I answered them before. I'm just going 
through them again. I haven't got too much to do. Mr. Hafley didn't do too much 
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with his time. Yes,I said, ''Thank you Jesus!" And let's see what he had to say abouts 
that. I'm trying to parallel them. ''Who called the name over you on the way over?" 
Well my wife said, "Thank you Jesus TOO!" 


AND HE SAID, ‘I WOULDN'T GIVE A DIME FOR A SERMON THAT DIDN'T HAVE ` 
THE NAME OF JESUS IN IT, AND HE SAID, ''HOW 'BOUT A DIME FOR A SERMON 
THAT (pounds pulpit) DON'T HAVE THE NAME CALLED OVER THE PREACHER?" 
HAFLEY!!!!!!!11!!!] I WOULDN'T GIVE A DIME FOR THAT EITHER!!!IIIIIDII 
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You guys better watch out what you're doin' here. HALLELUJAH! GLORY TO GODI | 
I'M GONNA' ROLL ON THE FLQOR AND SPE AK IN TONGUES BEFORE IT'S ALL 
OVER WITH!!!! Hallelujah, glory to God. I'm just having me a big shoutin' time 
before it's all over with here tonight, Brother Lewis! If we go up in the rapture, we'll 
have to wave goodbye and call the name of Jesus over 'em and hope that they go up 
too after the tribulation period is over. 


Well folks I wouldn't give a dime fora message that didn't have the name of Jesus 
called over the preacher. Why evextime we get a man in the pulpit, bro, Lewis over 
at this church... Why I've preached here before! Bro. Lewis stood up and called the 
name of Jesus over me and the Spirit of the Lord came down and anointed me with 
a direct (O-O-0O0-00-00-00-00 IIIT! OH MY GOODNESS!!! (in a shrill voice) 

"a direct immediate operation of the Holy Spirit", 





| 
And well, let's get some up here. No.91!!! "When the Holy Spirit was sent in | 

Jesus name..... "WELL HOW COME THE SPIRIT CAME WHEN JESUS' NAME WAS | 

CALLED? ??????*WHAT DID HE SAY ABOUT THAT?????HAFLEY!!!1112222? 

WHEN THEY SAID JOHN OR HERBERT OR ANYTHING AT HOME DID YOU COME? 

22? I CAN'T EVEN GET MY KIDS TO COME (pounds pulpit) WHEN I CALL THEIR 

NAME! Much less when they said somebody else's name is called! He said, "Where 

is the scripture where it says call the name and he'll tarry. Well there itis. You 

give it to me! John 14:25, He said the Holy Ghost will come when my name is men. 

tioned according to Bauer's translation. He said, ''It's against the Word of God.'' He 

just said it. Didn't prove it!!!THERE IT IS!t! We'll pray with you. Why we tarry 

with folks till 3 and 4 and 5 O'Clock in the morning! Sometimes all night till the 

Holy Ghost comes on 'em. 


Well!!! We're not debating that so I'll just go on on some more of these things, | 
Go over my questions. I like my questions better, but Mr. Hafley doesn't like 'em. 
He said the lexicon was to define terms. Well I defined the term. It says, "In the 
name" means "calling the name", Notice my chart over here. One of the greatest S 
studies, (Heitmueller's chart # 10 had been left on the screen all this time.) And | 
Mr. Hafley said, ''I got a passage from Bauer's Lexicon." I'm gonna'.cure his lexi- 
citig here tonight! The lexiphobia! And Bauer's lexicon. I had that. He shouldn't 


YOU'RE GONNA! READ SOMETHIN' YOU'D BETTER BE SURE THAT FERGUSON 
IS GONNA! FIND IT AND CHECK IT, NOW YOU BRETHREN HELP HIM FIND THAT 
PLACE FOR HIM, AND HURRY UP SO HE CAN GET THIS!!! 


It says "in the great majority of cases 'with the mention of the name or with the 
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calling of the name. '' Now how many just saw all those places I just flashed up on 

the screen” where Bauer said that? Then it said (in Bauer) 'Go to HEITMUELLER'! 
And that's what I flashed up on the SCREEN!!!! GO TO HEITMUELLER!!1!!!OONT 
VHAT DOES HEITMUELLER SAY? ???(in German accent:) HEITMUELLER SAYS, 
"EN AND EPI THE NAME GIFFS A DISHCRIPTION UF THE PROCESS UF BAPTISM 
IT INDICATED THOT BAPTISM VAS TOOK PLACE DURING THE NAMING OF THE 
NAME OF JESUS!!! " And that Matt, 28:19 wasn't meant to be a formula at all but 
it means the guy becomes a piece of property cause it's different Greek there, AND 


WHAT DID HE SAY ABOUT THAT??? He was as silent as the cat thatate the canary! 


Lord have mercy! I 


Well then Hafley said, "It seems to be a formula." WELL HAFLEY!!! IT SEEMS 
TO BE A FORMULA TO ME TOOT!!!!! With all this evidence I'd say it does seem. 
to be a formula. (In Bauer:) ''Go to Heitmueller, page 13 following. '' Don't it say. 
that? ?(in Bauer) And vhat is on page fourteen in Heitmueller if you vant to check it? 
(‘Course it's written in German you'll have to get one of your brethren that knows 
German to interpret it) but I got it rerozed ore it says. . It's got all those sherip- 


going now? We finally ai his lexicitis cured! 


Were there any oaths, blessings, prayers in the name of Jehovah in which Jeho- 
vah's name was not actually used? He said Acts 4:24. He's not facing this. It's deal- 
ing with OT passages which indicate what was in there in the OT and what the words 
"in the name" would mean to Jews. Now he quoted a verse from Jeremiah. Polluting 
the name", And it did not apply. It was not parallel because it didn't have the words 
tin the namett, It just had the word "name" which sometimes according to Brown 
Driver and Brigg's lexicon which you like so much...that you mentioned so much 
about. . . it said that name could sometime mean‘re putation. ‘God's reputation was 
defamed. Are we baptized "in the reputation of Jehovah"? 


And what did he say about I Sam. 20:42;Jer. 44:26;Deut. 21:5; and all of these where 
it says "bless" and "bless in the name'' and gives specific directions to mention the 
name. Then it said to.. . (Moderator: 5 minutes.) Yea. We don't have time to go over 
too much, I'll just go over what he said about these charts and try to go over the 
questions too. Where'd they Call the name of Jesus audibly? Well if they obeyed the 
apostles, the name of Jesus was called audibly in Acts 2:38. But he said that in re- 
ply to I Sam. 17:45 where the scripture was to indicate in the Old Testament that 
the phrase "in the name". Now what you gotta do is to find a passage where it says 
they were polluted "in the name'' and then prove that the name was not mentioned 
there. And then you'll have a parallel. But David...We're talking about what ‘tin the 
name meant...David came "in the name" and he called the name and he mentioned 
the name. What did he say about that? Nothing! What did he say about prophets 
speaking. in-the name? “'Name' can't be "in the authority'' because false prophets 
came ‘in the name! Nothing! Nothing about (it) I haven't got too much in my notes 
here! 


"Called over when somebody repents, singing,...'' OH YEA THAT'S A GOODY!! 
I wanta' get that before I get down. Col. 3:17. That's his SUGAR STICKII!I!!tittet 
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HEY!!!! I got his candy here! He said, ''Whatsoever you do in deed or in word 


do all in the name of Jesus..." READ THE REST OF IT!!11!".. GIVING THANKS 

j UNTO THE FATHER (chuckle, chuckle, ) with his name, " What. are you. doin' say- 
ing, "THANK YOU JESUS" TO THE FATHER? ???!!1!!11IF THA T'S NOT JESUS? ? 
AND HE SAYS, "PAY YOUR TAXES IN JESUS! NAME?" SURE WE DOLI! 
WE SAY IT???? YEAAAAAAAAAA!!!I!!I! YOU NEED A DIRECT, IMMED- 


IATE OPERATION OF THE HOLY GHOST, HAFLEY, AND YOU'D DO IT TOO WHEN 
YOU PAY YOUR TAXES!!! Cause when I pay mine I go to that tax office and I Say, 


"THANK YOU JESUS FOR GETTIN' TO PAY (BANG!! 1) THESE TAXES!!!1!''The 
only thing that'll make you do that is a direct, immediate (00-000-000-0000!!! 
OHHHHHHHHHH!!!!!) direct operation of the Holy Spirit! Of well! I got most of 


these things. 


And he säd, "Are you and Cambell hooked up together?" Yea! You better debate 
him and answer his argument there. Two of these verses do not mention baptism? 
Yea!!!! Is that. so!!!??? What did you say about single action? And he said that 
means confession. The single action with results continuing. Hafley thinks that 
when you stand there....He's almost got the mourner's bench out there where a 
guy gets up and confesses and it's already done, and there's existing results. If 
he confesses he's still a sinner until he gets baptized! 


And he went to Acts 2:38 and 10:43 and he says,'"'Do you call it when you believe?" 
Well Acts 10:43 says, 'Through Him give all the prophets witness that whoever bel- 
ieves in Him receives remission THROUGH HIS NA ME,...'' WHEN YOU BELIEVE 
HAFLEY,IT MEANS MORE THAN JUST TO BELIEVE INSIDE, YOU BELIEVE OUT- 
SIDE AND YOU GO GET BAPTIZED, RIGHT????? Tell him Mr. Ferris (H's mod- 
erator) He needs to know. Tell him that when you believe you gotta' get baptized 
TOO!!!AND YOU GOTTA' HAVE THE NAME CALLED OVER YOU (BANG!) CAUSE 
THAT'S WHERE THE REMISSION COMESFROM (BANG!) THE NAME (BANG!), BUT 
LARRY HAFLEY THE UN-GOSPEL PREACHER FROM PLANO SAYS THAT IT IS 
NOT NECESSARILY IMPORTANT WHAT IS SAID. BUT THERE'S WHERE THE 
REMISSION IS!!!! IN THE NAME!!!! 7 





Says he's anxious for Ferguson's translation, Well I'ma workin’ on it. And 
WHEN YOU GET IT HAFLEY, I'LL SEND YOU ONE, AND YOU INSTEAD OF ALL 
HIS "GUFF" AND "MOUTH", TELL ME WHAT'S WRONG WITH IT!!! !! Instead of 
makin' pn. (in a shrill voice:) "Oh Ferguson, he's up there with his Greek again. 
Isn't that wonderful. And he don't know nuthin’, " (More or less by implication, He's 
treated me kindly as far as my personal ability. I'm thankful for that.) But instead 
of saying he's anxiots fon Ferguson's translation, he should tell me what's wrong 
with it. (Lewis: You got one minute, ) And I'm anxious to listen to him!!! 


I wish you'd tell me what's wrong with my affirmative, LARRY! ! !OOOps. Pardon 
me,...Mr.Hafley. I would consider it an honor if you would call me by my first 
name before, but during the debate it probably would be better not to do it, 
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Lord bless you and keep you and I commit you into Mr. Hafley's trust, 








MR. HAFLEY'S FINAL NEGATIVE ON THE BAPTISMAL FORMULA 


Gentlemen moderators, Mr. Ferguson, Brothers and Sisters in Christ, ladies and 
gentlemen: | | 


We're happy again to be before you on this occasion to hear the man that repre- 
sents the churches, the apostolic order, he says. He says that they give glory and 
honor unto the holy name of Jesussand he represents that bunch of folks, Yes,they 
give glory and honor to Him, but they don't give enough glory and honor to him to 
call their churches after Him. The're called United Pentecostal and First Apost- 
olic. They think enough of the Lord and give enough honor to His name but do not 
call His name after their churches. 


And then he said, "Mr. Hafley has suicidal tendencies, " Well, suicide means one 
is to kill himself, Mr. Ferguson you're supposed to be doing the killing. And that ad- 
mits you don't think that you're doing it. But if anybody's killing me, it's me. And 
that's what the word "suicide!" means. Well that's supposed to be your job, and so 
you've just admitted that: you can't doit. Thank you very much, Mr. Ferguson, 


And then he said, ''Well it might be like... I've read through psychology books... 
he might be like..." This is rich now. Now listen to it. He said, 'Mr. Hafley might 
be like on of these fellows that likes to go and take punishment. Well if I were Mr. 
Ferguson I wouldn't be here, would I? If I liked to take punishment I wouldn't come 
here to get it! NowWeould I? That'd be like going to the Sahara desert for a drink of 
water! Now wouldn't it? If I had that kind of tendency. 


And then he came and wormed and squirmed and tried to get off Q3. In chart Q3 
and point no.7. And he said, in answer to the question, ''Are commands df Acts 2:38 
directed to the candidates for baptism?" And he said, "Well it could be. It was to the 
candidates, what they were to do, but, '' he said, "A fellow could call it over himself,'' 
Well, could you imagine immersing a fellow now. He's going under the water and he 
Says, ''In the name of Jesus"! He'd choke to death sure enough! Mr. Ferguson why 
the very idea! And you know there's nothing like this done in the Apostolic Church 
denomination that you're affiliated and associated with. But you. have to do it to 
protect your doctrine! And you know that nothing like that is done! And besides... 
Now notice it, ladies and gentlemen. He said that one going back could call it over 
himself! And he'd strangle and drown, 


But in chart number 76, ladies and gentlemen he has just contradicted what. he 
Signed his name to affirm, He said in the proposition that he was going to show what 
the scriptures teach relative to having the name of Jesus audibly invoked over the 
candidate, And that was not what the candidate was going to do! But what someone 
was going to do over him. So if you use Acts 2:38 to show that the candidate could 
doit, you have crucified your proposition. Not me! And then he said the passage says 
that one in the water can do it. Iwant to know whe re the passage says that! 1 


And thmhe mentioned Phillipians and the lex fever, and he said! got him on that 
and I won't mention what he said." No, you won't mention what I said for a very good 
reason, Friend Ferguson. 
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And then he came to Thayer and he said, "It's a sign of a cult when they say, 


UI know it says name but it means authority'!' And he gave us this speel about Grimm 


and about Thayer. And he said, "It's the sign of a cult when they say.'I know it says 
name but it means authority. ''' I wonder, chart no. 78, if this is the sign of a cult? 

Now Mr. Ferguson says, ''Whenever you get them to say that a passage says name, 
if they say it means authority", he said, ''That I know it's the sign of a cult. '' Would 
you tell us please, Mr. Ferguson, what cult said Acts 4:7? 'By what power or what 


name,...!'' Could you tell us what cult that was? Would you like to give us the name 


and adress of thet cult? Please..Now, friend Ferguson, stood up here and said, he 
said, ''Now it's the sure sign of a cult when they say, 'I know it says name;but it means 
authority." Well, there it is friends. In Matt. 21:23 is a passage that will parallel. 
and show that is so. And if that's the sign of a cult, you just convided Peter and not 


Larry Hafley. 


And then to chart no. 84 he made some comment about this. And we want to deal, 
with it. On name pollution. He said, "Why look it doesn't say in the name of Jesus. 
It just says the word name. " Didn't he? Now, notice, "they turned and polluted His 
name!How? They rejected his authority and rebelled against his will. "But ye have 
not hearkened unto me..'' Jer. 34:17:''Transgressed my © ¢avnant, Have not perform- 
ed my words. " (Jer. 34:18) Well, now what does that mean? That maans to pollute 
his name is to reject his authority, but he says, "No, the only thing wrong is that it 
doesn't say in the name of, It just has the word name." 


Friend Ferguson, what about John 14:26? ''Whom the Father will send in my 
name. ''What about that? I guess that isn't a case then is it? According to you, that 
couldn't be a case, could it? Because that doesn't say in the name of Jesus, It just 
says "in my name", So you've just eradicated John 14:26, Thank you very much. 


Then he said something about those that trained their eye to run over it. Well I've | 


been training my eye to get the passage where it says what you're to say overa 
person in baptism, And I haven't found it, Have you? If you've found ityyou've kept 
it hidden, Mr. Ferguson! You haven't yet brought the passage that says what your 
proposition says. In chart no. 76. You have not found a passage that shows what 
they were to say. Now that's the thing you are to prove and that's what you haven't 
found, I've got.my eye trained for that. 


And then he came to Matt. 28:19 and he said, ''Into the name" means singular, ''In- 


to the name’! is a singular thing here. That it just says, "Into the name of the Father, 


Son and Holy Spirit. "And there's just one there. Well I wonder, Mr. Ferguson what 
about Isaiah 9:6, "His name shall be called wonderful counsellor, the mighty God,the 
everlasting father, the prince of peace." And what was the name of my fathers 
Abraham and Isaac in Gen, 48:16? 


And he said that he didn't think that calling him Paul ought to be in this debate. He 
said you ought to call me Mr. Ferguson in the debate. You ought not to call me Paul. 
Well, Paul, I wonder do you call Jesus Christ Jesus or Mr. Christ? Which is it? Now, 
if hẹ can call Jesus Christ, "Jesus", why can't I call Paul Ferguson, Paul? Or is he 
Mr. Christ to you, Mr, Ferguson? Now that's what you call answering a fool accord- 
ing to his folly. 


NR pI 
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He says it's not wrong to say what you do. Question 3. Let's get on that again. He 
says, No, '' "Do you baptize in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit” like Jesus 
said do? Now Mr, Ferguson, did I get you? You said, "Yes, ii you can do that." Didn't | 
you? Now, if you cannot do it, Jesus said to do it, I wonder why you can't when Je- 
sus said to do it. Well I got a statment here from a fellow named Oscar Vouga that 
I got from your folks, and Mr. Vouga says that ''we have a few preachers that want 
to satisfy those on both sides on the subject of the baptismal formula who are trying 
to combine two views by saying in the name of Jesus Christ I baptize you in the name 
of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit or some such similar formula, "' And Mr. Vouga 
says on p. 18 of Our Gospel Message that fellows that do that are not baptizing in the | 
name of Jesus, and yet you said it's all right to do it and one of your own brethren 
says that anybody that says it's all right to say this is wrong. You claim to repre- 
sent the apostolic churches. Well, you're not represting this man. He's one of your 
brethren, And he says not to do it. Now I'm not running off and debating somebody 
else because you brought up this issue. And this is the point. It contradicts your doce 
| 
| 


trine. 


And then he said, ''What does the word 'passive' mean? Inactive. Chart no, 80. 
Chart no. 80. I want us to notice ladies and gentlemen, I asked my opponent, ''Did 
you come here in the name of the Lord?" Now, the first time he said,'' Yes,and I 
called the name, Jesus, '' But he got in a fix and I reminded him in my first negative 
that he had to have somebody say it over him. So he switched it. He said my wife 
called it over me. Well, now I want to ask Mr. Lewis (Ferguson's moderator). I 
wonder if all you people came here in the name of the Lord tonight? Now he's ad~ 
mitted and owned up by saying his wife did it.that if you did come here in the name 
of the Lord that you had to have someone call the name over you. Now Mr. Ferguson, 
did you call it over her? Did she come here in the name of the Lord? Did you call it 
over her? How about that Mr. Ferguson? Now, you say baptize in the name of Jesus 
it must be called over them, I pressed you on you coming in the name of the Lord, 
and you said first of all I called it. Then you said in your 2nd speech, you saw your 
position, that she called it? Well, did you call it over her? Now? Work that one out! 


And thethe said Acts 3:6. He backed off ‘hiis miracle thing. And so I'm not going 
to press that. I want chart no. 17. I want us to notice that he still didn't answer the 
argument, He acted like he was going to,but he backed off from it. Mark 16:17 and 
18 says these miracles were to be done in THE NAME OF JESUSI!!I!! 1 know it 
doesn't say specifically, but all of them were to be specifically done in the name of 
Jesus. Now in these cases the name of Jesus was not pronounced and yet, ladies and 
gentlemen, they were done in the name of Jesus. Hence you can do something in the 
name of Jesus without calling his name. That's the point. That is the point, 


And then he said he was getting no opposition from me. If he hadn't reminded you 
I guess you never would have suspected it. He said, Mr Hafley is up here bragging 
and boasting. Don't take my answers to your arguments for boasting. Don't compliment 
them like that. That's not boasting that's just handling the issue like it needs to be 
handled. 


He said Acts 14 was not done in Jesus' name. Now Mr.Ferguson, do you want to 
take that back before I start in on this? Mr. Ferguson said Acts 14:8 through 18 was 





be 


Mr, Hafley's Final Baptism Negative page 101 


not done in Jesus' name. Now, Mr, Ferguson do you want to take that back? I don't 
want to do this to you. Jst. say that in the heat of the battle I got carried away and 


Ididn't mean to say it, and I'il not say another word about it. Come on. Shake your 


head, bat your eye, Bat youhead. Shake your eye. Come“ on, Paul, tell us. You said 
Acts 14 was not done in the name of the Lord! Paul Ferguson said it!!!Well, the 
apostle Paul said whatever you do in word or deed do ALL in the name of the Lord. 
(Col. 3:17) And sọ it if wasn't done in the name of the Lord then Paul did that which 
he shouldn't have done. And by the way, Mr. Ferguson, I want to know where it was 
called over them when they did these things. When they performed miracles in the 
name of the Lord. who called it over Peter when he said, "Rise and walk? it 


-In Matt. 28:19, he said, "Can't you do something you said or something you state?! 
Well, now he's hedging and dodging. So it's not something you said then is it? Matt. 
28:19 is not something you say.then is it? So the Lord said, 'Go baptize in the name 
of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit." That's not sonething you say! All right when you 
baptize in the name of Christ, Acts 2:38, that's not something you say, but it's some. 


thing you do. | j 


'He said, "I looked in youdebating manual, " He acted like we had debating manuals, 
Friend Ferguson my debating manual is right here, Jude 3 says, "Earnestly contend" 





Now in chart no. 81. @hart no. 81. He didn't deal with these. Let's notice please, 
I said the Ho ly Spirit was sent in Jesus! hame. John 14:26, So when the Spirit came, 
he came in Jesug name; yet the Holy Spirit was not called Jesus. (Acts 2:4, 33 and 
38) Conclusion: to come in Jesus' name does not mean to wear or use His name. I 
asked my opponent was it necessary to pronounce the Jesus' name over the Spirit 
before he could come in Jesus! name, Now, Mr. Ferguson, didn't you say that it 
was? I said, "Mr. Ferguson was it necessary to pronounce the name of Jesus over 
Him before He could come in Jesus' name?" What did Paul Ferguson say about it? 
You want to tell us what you said, Paul? Well then when you do, Paul, you just tell. 
us who that person was that called it. That's 2. That's é, isn't it? That's 2 persons 
isn't it, Paul? Now you know that a man could come in the. name of Jesus without 
having something said over him, And that's the point. He could come in the name of 
Jesus without having the name of Jesus pronounced over him. And one can be baptiz- 
ed in the name of Jesus without having Something said over him. He said the Holy 
Spirit will come when Jesus'! name was mentioned. And he says that John 14.. z, 
remember I asked for the passage.. I said, "Brethren, friends where's the passage 
that saydtarry here and when Jesus'name is called the Holy Spirit will come?" He 
says the passage is John 14:26, That's rich. John 13:1 shows that he's talking to the | 
apostles and not to us. And furthermore, you have used John 14:26 as a passage to | t 
show what was said in baptism and what was to be said when the Holy Spirit came. 
Now you want to use it for this. Which does it teach? Or does it teach all three? 





And then thisstatement. Listen to it! "Whenever the name of Jesus is pronounced, 
the. Holy Spirit will come." Paul Ferguson said so. Didn't you Paul? Paul Ferguson 
Said you stay here and call the name of Jesus and the H gly Spirit will fill your heart. 
(FERGUSON: Amen!) HAFLEY: Amen, all right! Acts 19,v. 13." Then certain vaga- 
bond Jews, exorcists, took upon them to call over him that had evil Spirits the name 
OF THE LORD JESUS SAYING, "We adjure you by Jesus whom Paul preacheth, . and 


wet 
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there were 7 sons of one Sceva, a jew and chief of the priests which did so. And the ~~ 
evil spirit answered and said," Why, friend Ferguson, I thought you said it'd be the 
Holy Spirit? What's wrong with you, Paul? Didn't you know that passage was in there? 
You said, ''Whenever the name of Jesus was called the Holy Spirit will come! And 

the Bible said the name of Jesus was called and the evil Spirit came, Why, Paul 

what's wrong with you? Don't you know the difference between evil and holy? There 

you are, and yet he said, "I check things.'' Mr. Ferguson, I sure check things. Yes, 
Paul, yot check things, | 


He said I want to know what Heitmueller says. Chart no. 15. Now I want to know 
what Heitmueller says. Ladies and gentlemen, here's what was done in the name of 
Jesus, but what was said over the candidate, I know they were baptized in the name 
of Jesus. I know only they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus. I know that's 
what they did. What was said over them? Now Heitmueller or Ferguson has not found 


you've been swallowed whole here tonight. And that's all there is to it, then that's 
your illustration you being the witness. Y6u're the one that brought it up. The apostle | 
Paul says bear with me in my folly. And then he said... Get all of his charts. Get all | 
of his charts 3 and 4 and 5. He said, ‘'What did I saysabout all of these charts? What 
did Hafley say about them? He said Hafley didn't deal with them. Didn't give me any- 
thing to do? You only wish that were so, don't you Paul? Let me show you what 
Hafley did with them. Chart no..90. Here's what Hafley did with them: "My opponent SE 
cites passages not relevent, not pertinent to the PROPOSITION!" That's exactiy | 
what I did with them Paul Ferguson, and this audience remembers that even if you 
don't, That's exactly what I did with them, That's exactly the way I handled them. 
They do not mention baptism. They do not mention a candidate for baptism, They do 
not mention an administrator, They do not mention what was said or spoken. That's 
what you proposition says. In chart no. 76. Your Proposition says this. And yet all the 
passages you've used not a one of them says it. That's what you're to prove, Mr. 
Ferguson, | | 





And then he says, "Rafley didn't answer Cambell"s argument." Well Mr. Ferguson 
you may not know it or not but I'm here to answer Mr, Ferguson and not Cambell. 


And then Acts 10:43; I said we are to belive in his name. And he said you tell 
him, Ferris, you tell him what it means to believe. No, Paul, you Signed your 
name to tell me. That's what you are to do. Trying to get my brethren to do his 
job!!! Now, here is the emphasis to that. My opponent says that to be baptized in : 
the name of Jesus, that the name of Jesus must be spoken over you. I asked him, ee a 
therefore, does it literally mean a person repents in the name of Jesus that you call 
the name over him when he repents in the name of Jesus. He said, "Yes", You pente- 
costallpeople know that's not done. But the same thing is not done over you when : | 
you repent as is done when you get baptized. And also in Acts 10:43 it says, "Believe ' 
through his name." Is it called over you when you belive? When you believed in | 
Christ, was the name of Jesus called over you? According to my opponent you couldnt d 
have been believing in the name of the Lord unless it was called over you, ` 





He said, "I'm going to get my translation of the Scriptures and I'm going to sand 
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it to you. Did you know something, that is not news to me. I've known that for a long 
time. You know how I knew? "For the time will come when they will not endure sound 
doctrine but after their own lusts shall heap to themselves teachers having itching 


This is no Surprise, Paul Ferguson, to me. Ladies and gentlemen that deals with | 
his speech. 


Chart no. 14. We have not been debating tonight, ladies and gentlemen, Are we 
baptized in Jesus' name? We are. I believe that. We are not debating should we be 
baptized in Jesus! name. We should. And ladies and gentlemen baptism, if it's not 
baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ is not Bible baptism. Baptism must 
be in the name of Jesus Christ, but we're not debating that. That's not what we're 
debating. We're not debating were people baptized in Jesus! name, We're not even 
debating, "may it be pronounced?" J believe it may. We're debating though must it 
be pronounced? Chart no. 76. Notice: He is to Prove that it is one of the... notice it 

-. "essentails af CHRISTIAN baptism!" That it's called over you. Now I know what 
was was done, I want to know what was said, 


And then I Sam, 17:45. He never did deal with this. The Bible said that David, 
and you people can understand this about baptism... if you will apply this, that David 
came against Goliath in the name of the Lord. Is that right? Did David gO against 
Goliath in the name of the Lord ?? (FERGUSON:Amen) HAFLEY: Ament Now then to 
do that in the name of the Lord did the name of the Lord have to be! called over David’ ‘ 
before it could be said that he did? Now, that's the issue in baptism you see. He came 
in the name of the Lord. Nobody denies it. We're baptized in the name of the Lord. 
Nobody denies it, But before one could dome and fight Goliath in the mané: of the 
Lord, ‘did the Lord's name have to be called over him? Now, he didn't answer that 
Part of it, | 


Now to I Sam. 25:9, Now get it. You can understand this baptism thing if you will 
understand this. In I Sam 25:9 the servants of David came in the name of David. Las 


had to done laying that contribution done: in my name was call the name over me. 
And accoFding to you that would make -it in my name. What did he say about that? Did 
you hear his answer to that? Want to see my fast draw? Want to see it again? You 
just heard it. That's his answer. And you people can see that. You think it's mean? 
No, it's not me that's being mean, It is the Word of the Lord. That's what is hard, 


baptize into the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit like Jesus said DO! Now, Paul 
Ferguson is on record tonight as saying that he does that. That's going to weigh heav- 
ily tomorrow night. Now, if he say$"No I didn't say that) then he's going to be saying 
"No I don't do what Jesus said do, " Just remember that, So either way he goes he's 
hung up. morrow night remember, Paul Fe rguson has admitted that he ibaipti zes! 
people into the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit. He's agreed to that tonight, 
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Secondly, he has admitted that it is not wreng te-say what you do. (Moderator:5 min) -~ 


Thank you very much. 5 minutes. He has admitted that it is not wrong to say what 
you do. It is not wrong, therefore, to say "I baptize you into the name of the Fathe E; 
Son and Holy Spirit." But his church's doctrine says on p. 18 of Our Gospel Message 
that it is wrong to do that. Now, he claims to represent those churches. That's why 
I'm calling this on him. I know that you could go to my brethren and find outlandish 
statements that I wouldn't amen, but I don't claim to be representing my brethren, 
like Mr. Ferguson does. He say I'm representing the churches,‘ and he said God call- 
ed hai to do it! Well, if God called you to do it I wonder if God called this fellow to 
contradict you? Because he certainly did, and you can have it also. You just remem- 
ber Paul Ferguson has admitted these two points. In case you forget tonight, don't 
worry. Tomorrow we'll remind you. 

And then do not forget also that we have already established in chart no. 78 that 
what it means to do something in the name of the Lord. The Bible says by what pow- 
er or by what name have you done this. Now that is the definition of what it says to 
do something in the name of the Lord. Why they said in Acts. 4:10 that by the name 
of Jesus Christ, that is by the power of Jesus Christ.. neither is there salvation in 
any other power or name or authority that is, for there is none other name, power 
or authority given among men whereby we must be saved. "Paul Ferguson says ‘if. 
you add that you're the sure sign of a cult. Well, he just said the church that apostle 
Peter was a member of was a cult. So you remember these factors, ladies and gen- 
tlemen as we proceed in the debate. . | 


Back to Q3. My opponent has already admitted that the commands are directly to 
the candidates. That's what he said in his first answer, and let's not forget that. 
And then let's not forget that he has already admitted that the name of Jesus must be 
called over you when you repent. When you repented of your sins, was the name call- 
ed over you people like it was when you were baptized? That's what he says must be 
done. And in Acts 2:38 it says repent and be baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus. 


Now look at chart 81 again, Chart no.81. The Holy Spirit, Jesus said, is going to 
be sent in my name. Now let's not say, ''O he's shown that before." Let's understand 
the argument. Jesus said, "The Holy Spirit is going to be sent in my name." Now, Mr. 
Ferguson says to do something in the name of Christ the name must be audibly invok- 
ed over you. Well, was the name of Jesus audibly spoken over the Ho ly Spirit before 
he could be sent that he came on the day of Pentecost in Jesug name? Why, no!He 
came by Jesus' name and authority. And if Mr, Ferguson says that the name was 
spoken over him, I want to know who spoke it over him. And thatid be two people. 
Now deal with that problem. Now these are things ladies and gentlemen, that we have 
already seen tonight! 


In chart 16. Chart 16 remember that we know a number of things. He said when I 
go to pay my taxes, and this was when he was jumping and being cute. He said when 
I go to pay taxes, I say thank you Jesus for letting me pay my taxes. Mr. Ferguson 
why doesn't your wife come along and say it over you? That's the parallel, friend 
Ferguson, That's the parallel, Isn't it? Isn't it Paul? Now probably you'll back up 
on this tomorrow night. You said in the first time now that when you were coming 
here that you said it over yourself. Then the 2nd time you said she said it over you. 
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Now, you said that to pay the taxes in the name of Jesus you said the name of Jesus, 


- To be a parallel though, she'd have to call it over you, Now does somebody do that 
to you? Will you tell us? Now there's where you get crossed up, That's the hole 
false doctrine will put you into. Now we must do all these things in Jesus' name. 
What must we say? Look at point 7. ''Be baptized in his name." Chart no, 15, 


Ladies and gentlemen, we know what must be done. They were baptized in the 
name of Jesus Christ. That's what was done. I want to know what was said? 


Chart 90. Mr. Paul Ferguson has not cited tonight a passage that mentions bap- 
tism, a candidate for baptism, an administrator of baptism-and what was said. And 


that's what he signed his name to AFFIRM!!! 


Thank ‘you ladie sand gentlemen, 
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(The Scriptures teach that water baptism is to be performed in the name of the Lord 


' or overlooked by my opponent Mr, Ferguson in the past few nights, to define the i. 


| Neh. 9:20, By water baptism I mean the baptism of Christ (Acts 8:35- 39). To be per 


MR, HAFLEY'S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE ON THE BAPTISMAL FORMULA 


_ Proposition to be affirmed: 


Jesus, and that what is audibly invoked over the candidate is’ not necessarily impor- 
tant, Ja 

Gentlemen moderators, Mr. Ferguson, Bothers and Sisters in Christ; ladies’ and 
gentlemen: 


It's a distinct privilege again to be belote you in affirmation of what I benov to 
be the truth of God. It is the duty of the affirmàtive, though that has been forgotten, 


. ter.ms of the proposition. By the Scriptures I mean the Bible both Old and New Test-. 
aniént, the 66 books. To teach I mean to instruct to convey the idea, to impart as in 


formed, that is to be done, in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ means "by the atte”. 
ority of the Lord Jesus Christ.'' Acts 4: 7,10,12 shows that to be true. But that what 
is audibly spoken over the candidate is not necessarily important. By aulfibly spoken 
I mean that which is orally pronounced. By "over the candidate" I mean iby the Admin- 
istator of water baptism. That itis not necessarily important, that it is not essen- 
tially important. I:mean that one may say a thing that he is doing. But of course one 
could not say I baptize you in the name of Beelzebub, the prince of the devils. He 
could not curse or swear, or anything of that kind. And so a is what I mean by 

"is not necessarily important," 


But that we might get on with the discussion let me have chart no, Q4 that we may 
see some of the questions that I have for my friend-here tonight. First of all, I have 


asked, 'Were there any prophets who spoke in the name of the Lord who:diä not actual- 


lyuse the name?" Now this is a simple question and MY., Ferguson sort of hedged up 

a little bit the other night-and was not answering directly.. Now there's a. simple 

yes or no to these. And we just want him to tell ts. It ig: either true or it is not true. 
Now, you remember ladies and gentlemen I'll have but one other time to deal with it. 
If he doesn't answer it in his next speech I'll have no time. And it may seem a bit 
purposeful, I do not know if he shall do that. So we want to know the anawers to, these 
questions. And thére simple.''And since you say it is necessary to audibly invoke the > 
name over a person before he can repent in the name of the Lord,is it essential to do 
the same thing over a person before he can believe. An the name of the Lord?" Now it 
either is or it isn't. Must one say the name of the Lord over one who. belleves in the 
name of the Lord? Yes or no. Third, "Do you baptize by the authority of Christ? "I 
want him to tell us if he baptizes people by the authority of Christ. Now, he either 
does or he doesn't. And if he does I want him to cite that passage that shows where 
we are to baptize by the authority of Christ. And I wonder if he will cite that passage 
- for us. That's very simple. Very direct. He either does or he doesn't. And he’can 
cite that passage; or can he? Or will he? Fourthly, "Before David could go against 
Goliath in the name of the Lord (1 Same. 17:45),was it essential that someone call the 
name of the Lord over him? "Now, it either was or it wasn't. Now I wonder if it was, 
Could David go in the name of the Lord against Goliath without having anything said 
over him? Or could he? " In question... 5 "Is it possible to sing, to pray in the name 


. , t t Š 5 
‘ $ i ` . à 
eeaeee a e a a e en 





a 


aired 
+ 


Sagie” 


Mr. Hafley's First Baptism Affirmative page 107 


of the Lord without having someone audibly invoke the name of Jesus over you?" 


: Now when you were praying in the audience a moment ago, people, were you pray- 


ving in the name of the Lord? Now I wonder if it's possible so to do without having 

the name of Jesus audibly invoked over you. Now Mr. Ferguson it's either possible 

or it's impossible. Yes or no, which is it? Now, you step up tonight and tell this 
audience. It either is or isn't. "Does I Cor. 6:11 refer to something that is done or 

to something that is said?" Now which? Now -you believe it one way or another. Does 
I Cor. 6:11 refer to something that is done or said? Now, you tell us!Give us a clear 
answer. I've just got one speech to deal with it. These questions are not hedging. 
The're not unclear. The're clear cut. If you;know your doctrine, you know what the 
answer is. Now you tell us about it. "Does Acts 15:17;Acts 22:16 and James 2:7 show 
what must be said over a candidate for baptism?" Is that what those passages show? 
Yes or no. "Since you said that it was necessary to pronounce the name of Jesus over 
the Holy Spirit before He could come in Jesus! name, (John 14:26) would you please 
cite the passage that shows someone called the name over him so He could do that?" 
Now you said that before the Hwly Spirit could come in Jesus' name someone had to 
call it aver him. Would you cite the passage that says that that was done? Now there 
is a little line there indicating that we want the passage. This audience is going to 
wonder about this if you refuse to answer it. Next chart please. ''When one baptizes 
another in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost, as Jesus said do, and says that 
is what he is doing does he perform a scriptural baptism?" Now the Lord said to do 
that. And if a fellow does it, and says that's what he's doing, is he doing what is 
scriptural and right? He either is or isn't. Now which is it? Which is he doing? You 
tellus. Yes or no. It's either right or wrong. And while you're answering that one, 
remember your answers last night because we won't let you forget them. "Is there 

a case in the NT where a miracle was performed in the name of Jesus Christ without 
the name "Jesus" heing spoken?'' Now, I wonder, was a miracle performed in the NT 
in the name of Christ. without the name being spoken? It either was or it wasn't. Now, 
you tell us. Yes or no. These are clear answers, easy answers. It won't take up 
hardly any of your time. You can just go right down the list and answer them. 


Now his questions for me tonight. He says, "Please explain to us the nature of 
transverse, compressional waves.'' I'm not certain IJ understand the nature of trans ~ 
verse, compressional waves. 2. "Where did your 'no formula! theory come from?! 
Now, that passage, in that very passage where your formula is, in that very passage 





that says what the administrator is to say over a person in water that is the passage, 





"Please explain the rules of logic you use to make the name figurative in baptism and 
not the immersion and the water so that the whole thingiis figurative like, the Quakers 
teach." I don't do that. I don't make it figurative. I believe that baptism in the name 

of Jesus is literal. (Acts 2:38;Acts 4:7,10 and 12)It's not figurative so I don't do that. 


= So I don't have any rules afd logic to explain along that line, because I do not make it 


figurative. I baptize in the name of Jesus. Acts 8:35-39 shows it's not figurative in 
baptism according to the quakers. That's how I refute the quakers. Four. "Why is 

the name figurative when you talk about the formula and suddenly literal in the; same. 
passages when you and your brethren talk about the name of the church?" Well, first 
of all, again, itis not figurative, I believe in baptism strictly and literally in the 
name of Christ. Nothing figurative about it. Acts 2:38;Acts 4:7,10 and 12. I baptize 
in the name of Christ literally. That's exactly what I do but yoy've not yet explained 


the passage that shows what is said over a candidate. And then the church is désig- 
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nated, "the Churches of Christ salute you. That's designated. And so it doesn't say 
apostolic church or United Pentecostal. Nothing figurative about that. "Are power, 
and holiness, houses and lands, Isaiah and some other man the same thing?" That 
is not clear. I do not understand what you are looking for. You have not given a 
passage. You've given me no indication of what you mean. I cannot understand the 
question, I cannot varswe'r :: a question Ido not under stand. Sixthly. “Did the 
apostles or any other Jews think that name and authoriity were the same thing or 
different?! They thought it was the same, (Acts 4:7, 10, 12; I Sam. 17745, "What 

are passive and causitive middle voices and how do they apply to arguments made ?'' 
Specify the arguments,and I'll tell you. "Did the servants of David actually speak 
David's name when they greeted him in David's name?" Answer: By David's name 
or authority they greeted Nabal. (I Sam. 25:5) "Where does this passage leave you with 
your ‘in the name=no speaking' theory?" It leaves me in the same place it leaves 
you about finding a passage,.(Chart 90) It leaves me in the Same place it leaves 
you about finding .a ‘passage that shows where there was baptism, a candidate for 
baptism, an administrator, and what he said. It leaves me just where it leaves ; 
you. Now when you've grappled with that you'll have grappled with the answer. "How 


` could you show that you were baptizing a man in the name of Jack Sprat and not in 


the name of Benito Mussolini?" By acting under the authority of Jack Sprat, "Please 
tell us what the Greek and Hebrew terms ‘in the name’ mean in the modern lexicons 
and in the 100 scriptures in the Old and New Testaments ?'' What does it mean? Acts 
4:7,10,12 tells us. "And does it not indicate that the name is in some way spoken?! 
You were in the affirmative on that and you had a chance and you never did tell us. 
You never did tell us. And, no, it does not indicate that. And if it did, it still would 
not help you in chart no. 90 because it does not mention what was Said over a person 
in baptism. And remember IiKings 5:11. In connection with your question 10, just 
remember II Kings 5:11, Did Elijah cure Naaman in the name of the Lord? Did Eli- 
jah cure Namaan in the name of the Lord. You remember that. Eleven. "Is the single 
action with continuing results confession?! No, not the only one. Your question is 
worded to make it the only one. The answer to that is no then. It's not the single 


. action, ''Why is the phrase in the name used at New Testament baptisms and not 


John's baptism or Jewish washings?" The Holy Spirit did not tell us why, and I do 
not presume to do So. "Do you baptize in Jesus' name or just in his authority, and do 
you actually pronounce his proper name when you baptize?! I baptize in his name, 
by his authority, that is what Ido. Sometimes I pronounce His name, but whether 


or not Ido I always do it in the name of Jesus, 


Now then, let us get to the affirmative that is at hand and before us. And in chart 
no. 14 let us notice please what the issue of difference is here tonight. Ladies and 
gentlemen, we are not talking about whether or not one may baptize in the name of 
Jesus. That is not the issue. I believe whole heartedly. That is what my proposition 
Says. We're baptized in the name of Christ. I believe that we ought to do so. And so 
that's not the issue, and I've designed the proposition to say that we baptize in the 
name of Jesus. That is what we do, But there's not a passage that tells us what we 
ought to say. That's what my opponent believes, So there is a little definition of the 
issue. Now! It is my duty to define my terms. "In the name of Jesus Christ", What 
do I mean? Do I need a lexicon? No. I need the Word of God. I want to give you 
a Divine commentary, in chart no. 78, by what it means to do something in the name 
of Jesus Christ. Now then. In Acts 4 and verse seven, The apostles were asked "hy 
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what power or by what name have you done this?" "By what power or by what name 
or by what authority have you'' healed this lame man. And he said, ''By the name of 
Jesus Christ does this man stand before you whole." (Acts 4:10) Neither is there 
salvation in any other, Any other name power or authority, There's no salvation 

in any other. For there's no other name or power or authority under heaven given 
among men whereby we must be saved. There's the divine definition of doing it in 
the name. That's not figurative. That's literal. Doing it in the name of Jesus Christ. 


In chart no. 79, let us notice another definition of doing it in the name of Jesus, 
From Isa. 42:1-3 and Matt. 12:17-21, And remember it is the duty of the negative 
to take up and show where the affirmative has misused these passages, Now the sig~ 
nificant thing is that we have in Isa, 42:4 and Matt. 12:21, a parallel passage. What 
Isaiah calls "and the isles shall wait for his law"! Mattesays and "in his name shall 
the gentiles trust. '' Matt. 12:21 is an inspired Commentary. Now remember this when 
‘the lexicons are brought out, that Matt. 12:2] is an inspired commentary. "And the 

visles. shall wait for his law." What does it mean to trust in his name?! The "Isles 
shall wait for his law." That's ‘trusting in His name", Hence "to wait for his law" 
"to lêk for his authority" is "to trust in his name", Nota literal name but in his 
authority, his law or name. And there's a Divine definition. And whatever man tries 
to say in controverting that is wrong, 

And chart no. 84. Further, by what do I mean by baptism in the name of Jesus? 
Notice please in chart no. 84 that in Jer. 34:16 that the record said that''Ye turned 
and polluted my name. '' Now how did they do that? Mr. Ferguson has not once dealt 
with this chart to show that it's not so. He's taken the lexicons and the definitions of 
men to try to overthrow it, but he's not yet contradicted God, contraverted God in the 
matter. They hearkened not unto me. (Jer. 34:17) "Transgressed my covnant, did not 
perform my words." (Jer. 34:18) To pollute his name is to reject his authority. Con- 
versely, likewise to doa thing "in his name"! is to act "by his authority, '' literally 
and not figuratively. And there are Divine definitions of doing it "in the name of 
Jesus Christ. '' Now let's remember please I have defined Divinely by what power or 
by what name. That's what it means from the Word of God. Now then let's notice my 
opponent's position. In chart no. 77. | | 


We all agree, and do not be misled, we all agree that they were, notice the chart 
77, they~ were baptized in Jesus' name. We all agree men should be baptized in 
Jesus' name, but what verse shows what was said? They were baptize in Jesus! name ,. 
That was what was done, but what was said? What verse shows us what to Say? We 


know what to do, but what verse tells us what to say? We're to be baptized in the name. 
of Jesus. (Acts 2:38:Acts 10:48), but what verse tells us what to say? Chart no.15.In © 


“soc. chart no. 15 we'll clearly again focus the issue of difference. Notice, I'm affirming 


we're to be baptizefin the hame of Jesus, And here are my proof texts: Acts 2:38; 
Acts 8:16; Acts 10:48 is one;Acts 19:5 is another. That is what is done. And so, I 


Now thenin chart no. 18, Chart no. 18, Let me have chart no. 18.1 want to read to 
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you now from the Pentecostal doctrine book "A rticles of Faith", United Pentecostal 
Church. Now then he wants to know why it is we're not practicing these things, I'll 
tell you why. Because the United Pentecostal Articles of Faith says, from the West- 
ern Apostolic Bible College Press,and I believe friend Ferguson knows something 
about it. It says that "in the year 1914 came the revelation on the name of Jesus 
Christ, the pivotal doctrines of the absolute deity of Jesus:Christ and baptism in 

His name became tenets of FAITH!!!!'' NOT BEFORE 1914, but it BECAME that 
then. That's what his own creed book says. And you can read it for yourself, Articles 
of Faith, United Pentecostal Church. That's what it says. It became that then. So it 
wasn't that in all the Word of God before. But it Says it became that then. And it 
says, ''God marvellously confirmed our message as the gospel WAS preached in its 
fullness." Before 1914 it was not. One of my brethren didn't write this. Mr. Fergu- 
son's own'press and his own people. The articles of father, United Pentecostal 
Church says that in the year 1914 it became. That's when the pivotal doctrine became 
tenets of faith not 1913, not AD 33, but 1914, became tents of faith, That's what his ` 
own creed says. 


Chart no. 23. Let us notice please ladies and gentlemen, that his enemies didn't 
doit to him, but his own brethren did it to him. "Baptism in the name of Jesus 
Christ", it said, "became tenets of faithe ».'' But "the faith was once for all deliver- 
ed to the saints. "(Jude 3) It was once for all delivered and it had been all things 
delivered (II Peter 1:3). We're not to preach anything different. (Gal. 1:8, 9) But 
in 1914 something different came. Who said so? Larry Hafley's brethren? NO!!!1! 
Paul Ferguson's creed, The Pentecostal Doctrine, Articles of Faith. "God marvel- 
asly confirmed our message." But the gospel was confirmed! Heb. 2:3 in the lst 
century. "The power that was hidden in the name of Jesus." Notice it please. "Began 
to be revealed!" Well, if it "began to be revealed in 1914," it hadn't started before 
then! That's where my opponent is tonight, and that's where he's going to stay, And 
by the way he said he's representing his brethren., 


Now then let's notice in the 2nd part of my proposition. Chart 96. What is said is 
not necessarily important, I am going to make an argument. It is the duty of the 
negative to deal with it. Now here's the argument. Chart 96. ''What is said audibly 
is not necessarily important." Note in Mark 16:17 and 18 miracles were performed 
in the name of Jesus. That's what was done. Sometimes what was done was said. 
Acts 3:6, but sometimes Jests' name was not said, was not spoken. Acts 11:27-30 
shows that. e 


And further in chart no. 17, and hold this one for future use, let's notice that 
sometimes when things were done in his name like in Acts 13. the name of the Lord 
was not called, In the blinding of Elymas in chart 17, the lame man in Acts 14, the 
name of Jesus was not called over him. And then Acts 28 the viper was on Paul. "In 
the name of Christ" these miracles were done. But the name was not orally pronoun- 
ced. Conclusion" one may act in the name of Jesus without saying anything. 


Now back to the chart. Notice again please. In chart no. 96 that miracles were aoc 
performed in the name of Jesus. That's what the Lord said. But not always was what 
was done said. Conclusion: It is not necassarily important that one say what he is do- 
ing. Now the same is also true concerning baptism. If one can perform a miracle in 
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the name of Christ without Saying "in the name of Christ" why not in baptism? If 
not, why not? 


Now then in chart 96a it is not necessarily important what is said and you know 
who says so: Paul Ferguson says so! Last night my opponent conceded that one can 
obey Matt. 28:19. I said do you do what the Lord said do? He said, "YES". | said, 

"Ts it wrong to say it." He said, "NO!" One. can say Matt. 28:19 as he does it. Third- 
ly, One can say "in the name of Jesus." We all agree, Thus opponent has conceded 


what the Lord said do in Matt. 28:19. Thou art the man, Mr. Ferguson, that said that a 
man can say what he's doing. Now then, my opponent has conceded that what is said 


does not make any difference. So I'm using my opponent tb show that My proposition 
is so, 





Now next chart. 96b. "My Opponent Capitulates", 96b. The proposition says that 
Scripture teaches baptism is to be performed in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ, 
but that what is audibly spoken over the candidate is not necessarily important. And 
that is what I'm affirming tonight. And I've shown you the name of Christ (Acts 2: | 
38). Now I have proven that it is not necessarily important what is said. by Mark 
16:17 and I8 and other passages concerning miracles, With part one my opponent 
agrees. He will not doubt or deny that baptism is to be performed in the name of 
the Lord Jesus Christ. Will you Mr. Ferguson? Do you deny part one? Part one | 
now. Baptism in the name of Jesus, Do you believe that? That's what the first 


it? Do you believe that part of it? This audience js going to want to know, if you 
believe that part of it. Do you believe baptism is to be performed in the name of 

the Lord Jesus. Do you believe it? Now then, ''what is spoken over the candidate ; 
must be the thing disagreed on. And even my oppoent has agreed that itis not nec- 
essarily important because he's Said that one can obey Matt. 28:19, "baptism in the 
name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit." He has said that one Can Say it when he 
does it, that it doesn't make any difference. And he said one can Say in the name of 
Jesus so my opponent capitulates and agrees to the Proposition. Would you sign that 
again, Mr. Ferguson? And if you would, how come you've taken these positions? Now 

you explain this when you get up here. This audience js going to want to know. Do you 

deny part one or do you deny part two? And if you do we've got last night's questions 
to face: you with. Now you just deal with this any way you will. You've capitulated, sir, 
ON THE PROPOSITION!!! You "explainify" that for us. | | 





Chart no. 97. "My opponent's concessions and his blunders.'' Now, this is not funny 
ladies and gentlemen, notice it please. These are clear cut definitive issues of the 
difference. My opponent has said that one being baptized could say the formula, That | 
it doesn't have to be the administrator., Yet last night he signed a proposition showing 
that it was the administrator. Now he says though that when you're being baptized, 
you're the one that can say the formula, I wonder if any of you Pentecostal people 
were taught that. I wonder if when they baptized you, if they told, you,you could say 
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the formulas Now, Pauli Ferguson said you could! THAT'S WHAT HE SAIDIIi!tt4! 
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Any of you know a thing like that? That's what he said. He says that he baptizes in 
the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit. And if he says he doesn't do that, then 
he doesn't do what the Lord said do in Matt. 28:19, That's a concession and a blunh- 
der. He says that he represents churches of his brethren, but he contradicts‘their 
doctrine, His brother Oscar Vouga, in a book put out by the Pentecostal Publishing 
House, St. Louis Mo. said that if you say Matt. 28:19 that you have not baptized in the 
name of Jesus AT ALL!!!!!He said that one p.18 of OUR GOSPEL MESSAGE, Now 
this man says he represents the churches. But Mr. Vouga claims he's doing that, 
and he says you can't. Mr. Ferguson says you can. Now he's blundered, and it's a 
concession. Now you clarify that for us, sir. And Reeves goes ahead in your book on 
p. 36 and says you can say it like you say it. Mr. Vouga denies you both. Thirdly, 

he can say Matt. 28:19 over ə candidate. That's what he said. He says you can say it. 
Well, that's the same as above it's a concession and a blunder. But what is done and 
what is said may be done and may be said and what we do is not wrong. That's a 
blunder on his part. Acts 4:12 means a literal name. That's what he said. See chart 
78. 


He said that Acts 4:12 means the literal name. I said did the word name in v. 12 
means the literal name? He said, "Yes." But Acts 4:7 shows that the word name 
there means power. By what power or authority. Thank you, back to chart 97. Thank 
you. Now my opponent has said that the Holy Spirit will come when Jesus' name is 
called. That's what he said last night. And yet I showed in Acts 19:13. that the name 
of Jesus was called an evil spirit prevailed, and they fled out of the house naked | 
and wounded. In Matt. 7:22 many will say unto me in that day, "Lord have we not 
prophesied in thy name?" And the Lord will say I never knew you. My opponent said 
clearly, and I want him to explain this, that the Holy Spirit would come when Jesus' 
name was pronounced. My opponent has said that the name of Jesus must be invoked 
over one as he repents, That's a blunder. When you people repented, when you chang- 
ed your will, did anyone call the name of Jesus over you? Now remember Acts 2:38 
says'repent, and be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ.. " If you're baptized in 
the name of Jesus Christ means the name must be called over you then why not when 
you repent? He said, "O Yes it is when you repent!" It must be called over you when 
you repent. All right if you can't repent without häving the name of Jesus called over 
you, how many of you had the name of Jesus called over you when you repented? And 
according to him, if you didn't you haven't even repented in the name of Christ. Now 
deal with that! That's a blunder on your part, sir until you explain. it. 


Acts 2:38 and 10:48 is adressed to candidates. It shows what THEIR to do, and not 
what the administrator is to do in baptism. Chart no. 80. I want us to notice ladies 
and gentlemen that we have pressed our opponent on this point. Did you come in the 
name of the Lord? Now he said to do something in the name of the Lord means Jesus 
must be pronounced. If opponent came here in the name of the Lord then the name of 
Jesus was called over him. I wonder who called it over him. If no one did so, then 
according to his logic, he's not here in the name of the Lord. Did you come here in 
the name of the Lord tonight people? Did someone call it over you? Well, according 
to him, if they didn't you've not here in the name of the Lord? That's his affirmative 
Chart. 81. We've got a question on this. Y@u know the Holy Spirit...it is said that 
the Holy Spirit was going to come in Jesus' name. (John 14:26) I want to know if the 
name of Jesus was pronounced over the Holy Spirit when he came. Was it necessary 
to pronounce the name of Jesus over Him before it could be in Jesus' name ? (time) 
Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen. 
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Proposition to be denied: The Scriptures teach that water baptism is to be perform- 
ed in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ, and what is aud- 
bly invoked over the candidate is not necessarily import- 
ant, 


Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, Mr. Hafley: 


I'm happy to come before you to represeht the churches of Christ. The true churches 
of Christ who teach what Christ taught, know who Christ is, does what Christ said do, 
and gives to him all the honor and glory due his name. Mr. Hafley does not like the 
name that we put on our church signs, I'm not surprised of course, Mr. Hafley that 
you're displeased with the name that we put on our church sign, It doesn't surprise 
me in any little slightest detail. I think that it causes you some grief, The fact that \ 
we put UNITED AND YOU COULD NOT PUT UNITED ON YOURCHURCH SIGNI! tit 
BECAUSE MR, FERRIS SAID THAT NONE OF YOUR BRETHREN COULD GET TO- 
GETHER ON ANY TOPIC AND SAY THE SAME THING AND AGREE ON IT!it!!Now 
you couldn't do that could you Mr. Hafley? ?? You couldn't put United Churches of 
Christ up there, because the "churches of Christ" are not united. In fact he needs a 
lesson on what a church sign is about. It's to tell what we believe. AND THE NEXT 
PART OF IT BOTHERS HIM TOO!!!! BECAUSE HE'S NOT PENTECOSTAL ANY- 
MORE THAN A MOOSE IS A GRASSHOPPER!!! PENTECOSTAL TELLS WHAT WE 
BELIEVE!!!!!! AND IF YOU GO TO THE SECOND CHAPTER OF ACTS YOU'LL 
FIND PEOPLE THAT GET THE HOLY GHOST LIKE THEY GOT IT IN THE BIBLE!!! 
AND YOU'LL FIND PEOPLE BAPTIZING IN JESUS ' NAME THERE!!11! 


And of course he says I'm not representing my brethren because he got into Vouga 
and twisted him all up. Well Hafley I been aquainted with Vouga, been aquainted with 
your passage and checked it. You don't read Vouga any better than what you do your 
Bible. Page 18 says 'This however is no more scriptural baptism than if the statement 
in the name of Jesus were omitted.'' Now he said that if the name of Jesus were omitt- 
ed it wouldi't be scriptural baptism. But Vouga was talking about a person’ attitude, 
and his heart and his motives and that's what I said last night that whatever else was 
said was all right as long as it was scriptural and his motives were all right. But 
Vouga said don't do it. It's wrong if you're men pleasers and compromisers, And 
that's what Vouga was talking about. And he twists Vouga like he does the Bible. And 
the Scripture is fulfilled in Larry Hafley that said if they call..Jesus said, "If they 
persecute me, they'll persecute you." So if he twists Christ's words, he'll twist 


- Vouga's words 'TOO! 


And then he got into the manual. He don't know nuthin about the manual!!! Listen 
Mr. Hafley if you want to become a United Pentecostal preacher we'll give you some 
lessons in the manual, but you don't know how to read our manual no more than a 
moose is a grasshopper. And he got in there and he said we didn't get this Jesus'name 
baptism till 1914. Well, Mr. Hafley I believe I read to you from a first century book! 
And that's when the Pentecostal church was started on the day of Pentecost. And he 
forgot to read the first part of this. It gave the dates fdr the starting in this manual. 


He didn't read it all. It said, "In the late Spring of the year 30AD, 50 days after the 


ressurrection...'' It goes on to tell(course it doesn't tell eve rything) But it goes on 
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to say that there was a great falling away. And he teaches that very same thing, 

that there was a falling away as far as the outward, visible, external church and 
that was later restored. And he claimes he's restoring NT Christianity. Course he 
got a little different picture than what was in the Bible. But even he says that. And 
listen here some of our brethren that was working then and had the baptism of the 
Holy Ghost might not of had that formula ybut you didn't have your no formula theory 
from the very start either. So he teaches the name thing, and we could read the 
Same thing from his church creed book. Course he couldn't write a church creed 
book. Creed means what you believe. The y couldn't get together and write what they 


believed. They'd be debating eachother and. handing each other propositions. 

Well I'll go to his questions. here, "Were there any prophets who spoke in the 
name of the Lord and did not actually use the name?!" No recorded instances where 
it is actually stated that the individual spoke in the name of the Lord and the full text 
of their prophecy is given, He said he's gonna give 'em simple yes or no and there's 
no tricks, nothing. Just say yes or no. Just put your name down there. That's what a 
lot of salesmen tell me, Mr. Hafley. "Just put your name down there on the paper and 
everything's gonna be all right, son. We'll give you a free gift and everything. "And 
I just wonder, Mr. Hafley, if you've quit beating your wife yet? Maybe he'll tell us 
about that/ 





Number two.''Since you say it is necessary to audibly invoke the name of Jesus 
over a person before he can repent in the name of the Lord, is it essential to do the | | 
same thing over a person before he can believe in the name of the Lord?" Well the : 
evidence of his belief and full repentence is when he gets in the water and gets bap- | 
tized. His faith without works is dead, and his faith is not made PERFECT he doesn't 
have perfect full faith until he gets out there in the water and gets the name of JESUS 
called over him. FAITH WITHOUT WORKS IS DEAD!!!! See Peig 


Number three. ''Do you baptize in the authority of Christ?''(The answer to that 
number two is yes.) (So check it. } Do you baptize by the authority of Christ? Yes 
we do cause we know who Chirst is and teach what Chriat taught. "If so please cite 
the passage." Well John 14:23:"If you. love me keep my commandments." II John 
J: "He that goes on and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ...‘ Christ taught ba p- | 
tism, and we teach it. We keep his commandments. ''If you love me, keep my comm- 
andments, "! | 

Question 4. 'Before David could go out against Goliath, was it essential that the name - 
be called over him?" Well he was not part of the Israelite army so he probably would | 
not come under that Deuteronomy passage,but the point is David came in the name of = i 
the Lord, and he actually called the name about four times when he came. So David 
was the one that called it, and it went out over him as he called it. 





Question 5. "Is it possibleto Sing, pray in the name of the Lord without having | 
someone audibly invoke the name of Jesus over you?! Now I might just parallel this 
with my question no.1. Mr.Hafley did not know what transverse compressional wave 
were, but this is dealing with sound. And sound waves travel out in all directions. 
They travel out in circles like when you drop a stone into the water. Amn whenever 
you speak if you speak with your head down the waves go out in all directions and 
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they go over you.So David called the name over himself as he came out. And that's 
just a quibble anyway. Because I said that'in the name'' means that the name is 
spoken, and I didn't indicate who spoke it. And my proposition over there does not 
say or have anything to do with who speaks the name. So let him get out of that. 


Number 6. "Does I Cor, 6:11 refer to something that is done or something that is 
said?" Weil I'll be going into that a little bit later. But it refers to both, It refers 
to things that are done. It refers to cleansing and washing to baptism. It refers to 
things that are said because it says, "In the name of Jesus." 


Number 7. "Do Acts 15:17;22:16;James 2:7 show what must be said over a candi- 
date for baptism?" Yes. 


Number 8.Sinçe you said it was necessary to pronounce the name of Jesus over 
the Holy Spirit..... ' I didn't say that! I said and Bauer said, that he would come at 
the mention of the name, Mr.Hafley, you don't know very much about the Holy 
Spirityor you're trying to leave people with the impression that I don't know much 
becuase the Bible says'wherever I go,..though I ascend up to the heavens though 
I make my bed in hell thou art there.Where can I go from your presence and whither 
can I flee from your Spirit?" The Spirit is everywhere. You couldn't get over him!! 
to call it over him, So I didn't say anything like that. He trying to reinterpret and 
twist my words like he does the Bible AND THE SCRIPTURE IS FULFILLED IN 
LARRY HAFLEY that since they have persecuted me they'll persecute you and 
twist your words. 


Number 9. ''When one baptizes another in the NAME of the Father, Son and Holy 
Spirit as Jesus said do, and says what he's doing does he perform.a scriptural 
baptism?" Yes, if you really have the proper name af the Father,Son and Holy 
Ghost. But here again I don't think Mr. Hafley would take a check from me for a hund- 
red dollars and buy it for $10 if I had father, son and holyman written on it. If he 
would object to holyman I'lf. write "unholy-man" on it. And so there's a difference 
between a name and a title. And he knows ‘that. 


_ Number 10. "Ts there a case in the NT where a miracle je wasp p pexformed. in. the NT 


SATE TEGT PANS RES ea once RLS awat, agar rN NE CIP hes it Beas crac 


it twas. in geet ‘gives all the, details. abouti it. 

All right. Let's turn to my questions now. We already did no. 1/, And that takes 
care of his "who calls it?" "In the name" simply means that the calling is done and 
does not say who calls it, We have to go to other passages and that's another debate 
proposition all together, And just because I said "called over" did not indicate in any 
way that I meant it had to be called by another although some of these passages that 
I quoted to you seemed to indicate that it had to be called by another. 


No. 2. ''Where did your no formula theory come from?" Same passage where I got 
my formula passage! Well! He's admitted that I got a formula passage! Thanks Mr. 
Hafley for conceding your proposition. I'll tell you a where he got it though, ladies and 
gentlemen. ‘He got it from German critics who were trying to apply the doctrine of 
evolution into the Bible. And the critics when they taught that over in Germany were 
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denied by Bible believing people. There was a commentary by Olshausen that said 
that that would never have been suggested unless there were no places in the book 
of Acts where his formula..."the Father, Son and Holy Ghost"... was- found at. 


Number three. It says, "Please explain your rule of logic where you say name is 
figurative..." Well he said, idon't say it's figurative. It's literal. " But he says it 
says, "Name! there in the Bible, Acts 2:38 says, "Baptize in the name". And Hatley 
says, "NO not in the name, in the authoitty. ©" The Bible says "name HAFLEY SAYS 
"AUTHORITY", THE BIBLE SAYS "NAME". HE SAYS'"AUTHORITY!! AND HE'S 
CHANGING THE BIBLE HERE!!!! And not getting what was written. That's the 
same as the Jehovah Witnesses where they go to some passage about Nebucahdnezz« 
ars tree. It was passed over seven times and it says, "There's a tree there!’ but it 
means the Lord's gonna come in 1914." It says, but it means. In fact I might point 
this out that we would not need any Greek at all if Mr. Hafley did not deny the 
English! We don't depart from the literal meanings of the words unless we have 


good reason, 


"Name'nis figurativie when he talks about a formula. It means "authority", But 
when he gets on the name of the Church, it's a literal name. When th're talking about 
baptism it's authority, or power or some such thing that's not written there. 


Put on my slide no.17 on the board. This is G. K. Wallace the man that taught 
them how, This is where they got their no-formula theory. From G. K, Wallace. 
"Note the instructions about baptizing them in the name of the Father, Son and Holy 
Ghost. If it doesn't make any difference about a name, would you want to be baptized 
in just any name, " There he's talking about baptism and it's a real, proper. name. 
But when he debates baptism, it's figurative, it's authority or something else. He 
said, "Would you want me to take you out into the water and baptize you in the name 
of Benito Mussolini?" And he knows. I'll just parallel this with one of my other 
questions on here. | 


"The Jack $ratt and Benito Mussolini", How would you make a difference? He said, 
"By acting in the authority. '' He just turned the question around and answered the 
question by stating it. He slipped out of the question. He "begged" it! He just put the 
monkey down, He didn't put it on his back or nobody else's back. He's just going ine 
a circle here, The point is: He would say what he did. But there would be no way for 
him to show whether he was under the authority of Jack Spratt or Mussolini unless 
he said their names. He could not do that by saying, ''Father, son and holyman'! or 
"father, son and unholy man", They wouldn't know because Jack Spratt‘and Mussolini 
are both fathers and sons and unholy men. So there's no way of telling them apart. 
And there's no way of telling Christian baptism without stating the name of Jesus. 


"Are power cor. holiness, houses ‘or. lands, Isaiah or Someother man the same 


thing?! Well these are from passages in the book of Acts where “or'' is used. Acts 
3:123;4:34; Acts 8 where-the eunich was-reading: and ‘said, "Did: Isaiah or did some” 


othe rman say.that..”. And:-he was ta lking here making a différe nce Prior is a word“ E 
that indicates difference. And-he got.a verse, Acts 4 ‘7, thiat Said hame of authority. 
And there's a difference, between: the: name and:there's ‘a differende ‘between the > 


authority because the word "or'l is inbetween name and authority: And ‘so that kills * 
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him on the 6th question. i 


“Did the apostles or any Jew think name, and authority was the same thing?" No. 
they did not according to Acts 4:7,12. And he quoted I Sam. 17:45 in there, I don't 
know what wild imagination lead him to do that. 


Number 7. "What are passive and causative middles and how do they apply to the 
arguments made?" The fact that they do is in Acts 2:38. 'Baptize'' is in the passive, 
And Ihave a grammar here. I know Mr, Hafley | will not like grammars because ee 
organize words and he likes to twist words up. But in Dana and Mantey's grammar / 
it says that the passive voice is that use of the verb which denotes the subject as 
RECEIVING THE ACTION!!!!" So it says "BE BAPTIZED" The subject RECEIVES 
the action. Now his argument depends on (a supposition) that the subject DOES the 
action! AND HE'S TRYING TO PUT THAT ON ME!!! And I said that this had noth- 
ing to do with the proposition here. The subject receives the action. In another case 
I made an argument on Acts 22:16, I'll be taking that up in a minute. So listen and 
write notes on it. i 


Number 8. Did the servants of David actually speak the name?" Yes they did. I'll 
just go into that in the OT there, I have my Old Testament here. In I Sam. 22:5 he 
sent 10 men and said, "Ask in David's name.'' "Ask in my name and say...David..'! i 
(v.8) So they mentioned the name when they greeted or came in the name. How 
could you send greetings from someone if you didn't use his name? 





And number 10. ''What do the lexicons define 'in the name!''? He didn't define 


his proposition. He said, "I'm gonna define my proposition. I gonna define ‘in the ‘ 


name''', And I waited for him to do it. He never did do it? Correctly! He said, 

"in the authority". He went out of the Bible. He went out of the lexicons. He went 
out.of grammars, I PRESENTED 15 AUTHORITIES ON GREEK AND HEBREW. 

OVER A HUNDRED SCRIPTURES WHICH TEACH 'IN THE NAME! IS TO BE SPOKEN, 
AND HERE WE HAVE ONE MAN, NO SCRIPTURE,AND LEXIPHOBIA, (Ferguson 
pauses to laugh.) And he's gettin' worse at it too. He picked that up down at Sandwich 
and never has been able to check it. 


And he actually used Acts 4:7 a verse that's against him that kills him, that 
shows that there's a difference between name and authority. Many other verses do. 
If phrophets come in the name, they have to speak the nee or their prophecies 
would not be given credit to anyone. 


Vee Ramer ne BN Meese eres nee ktm oe 


Number 11."'Is single action with continuing results confession?" And he answer- ii 
ed. that NO. But last night he said the single act with continuing results was confess- . 
ion. It was associated with the Lord's name. Well we'll talk about those passages in 
a moment so I'll just leave them. And he said “in the nane" was not associated with 
John's baptism but it's always with Christian baptism. That's because there's some- 
thing said in Christian baptism, not something said in the other. 


Number 13.''Do you baptize in Jesus' name or just in the authority and do you 
actually pronounce his name in baptism?" He said sometimes he does and sometimes 
he doesn't. Of course he doesn't baptize in the authority if he doesn't obey Christ's 


A e e e 
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words. He could not possibly do that. 


Now I'm going to at this point deal with some of the ....Make a few arguments 
on what he thought was not necessa rily important, Let us go to Acts 10:43, "to Him 
give all the prophets witness that remission of sins should be received THROUGH 


AIS NAME..." When do you get remission of sins? Acts 2:38:in water baptism. It _ 





comes through the name. 


BUT MR, HAFLEY SAYS WHAT IS SAID IS NOT NECESSARILY IMPORTANT!!! 
BUT HE COMES TO THE NAME AND HE SAYS I DON'T SPIRITUALIZE NAME. 
WELL THEN HE COMES TO A LITERAL, PROPER NAME. AND THUS MR. HAFLEY 
SAYS REMISSION IS NOT NECESSARILY IMPORTANT BECAUSE NAME IS WHERE 
YOU GET IT!!! And he says you don't necessarily have to say naything. So some- 
times he gives 'em remission and sometimes he don't, Just depends on the mood 
he's in. And if he's not ina good mood, you won't get you remission. And THROUGH 
means agancy. It's something that's used, 

All right let's go on and make anoher argument. Acts.22:16, This was dealt with. 
He said, "Arise, be baptized, wash away your sins by getting the Lord's name invok- 
ed or called out. MIETE go over you if it's called out. Getting the Lord's name called 
out. We have 2 choices either'calling upon the Lord's name'', Ananias did not tell 
Paul that because’ he'd been praying for 3 days, He knew what the Lord's name was. 
The Lord said, "I am Jesus, " BUT MR. HAFLEY SAYS THAT THE WASHING AWAY 
IS NOT NECESSARILY IMPORTANT. We've got two choices here. You see the people 
that translated the King James believed that you had to get saved down at the > vey 
mourner's bench. (some of 'em did.) And he teaches that you don't. So he agrees 
with me that the remission comes in baptism. But then he goes on to say that thing, 
the name, where you get the remission does not necessarily need to be said! !!1122?? 


La 


T 

I Cor. 6:11, Washing not important? It says we are washed by two means, two me X 
instruments. By the Spirit of God and by or in (the word is "en'') the name of the = 
Lord Jesus Christ. That's where the washing is done. "You are washed, you're a 


sanctified, you're justified... " That is not necessarily important? ? ? ? ? 





And then we go on. Eph, 2:25, Washing not necessarily important? It says washing 
of the water by a word, ! (Singular) A: Singular word. This is the usual word for 
spoken ward, — —— 


I Jobn 2:12 says, "I write to you little children because your sins have been 
remitted through his name." But Mr, Hafley says what is said is not necessarily 
important! f! 


I'm going over some of the things, as many as I have time for, of the slides that 
he has used here. So I want slide no. 78 up on the screen, His 78, I'm gonna deal 
with it. Hold my time while the're putting it up there. Now this (Acts 4:7) is the 
very verse where I said there's anor" there, And that makes a difference. There's 
a difference between POWER and NAME}! 1?! There is not salvation in any other, 
(Acts 4:12) AND THEY USE THAT VERY VERSE TO SHOW THAT THE CHURCH. 
SHOULD BE CALLED BY A CERTAIN “NAME. AND WHEN THE'RE TALKING 
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ABOUT THE NAME OF THE CHURCH HE SA YS, "IT'S A LITERAL NAME", BUT 
WHEN HE'S DEBATING BAPTISM, HE SAYS NO IT'S POWER OR AUTHORITY!!! 


the Septuagint text, the greek text of Isa.42 is to be preferred before the Hebrew 
text. And the Greek text of Isaiah 42 says'they shall trust in His name." So he 
hasn't got a prallel there. Better throw that one away!!! 


Number 84 Name pollution" That is what I've got. It's 84, All right he said 
Jer, 34. It said that they have polluted my name, And he said last night that I didn't 
deal with it. But I said, and the tapes will show it, that name means "reputation", The 


baptism because you couldn't be baptized in the reputation of Christ . So he has 
nothing there, 


Slide 77. His 77. 'What was Said? We all agree they were baptized in Jesus! 
name." But you don't know what "in the name" means, and you have not recognized 
the arguments that I have made last night about ''in the name”, You did not follow me 
as [am following you now!!! "What was said?" "We all agree they baptized in the 
name", Yet we all don't define it (in the name") correctly! "We all agree we ought 
to be baptized in Jesus' name, but what verses show what was said?' All right I 
want my slide 20 up there. Held my time while I'm getting it. 


I believe when he said that, the actual:name that Christian's bear, that they go by. 
And here's V, E, Howard who says, "If a man suffers as a Christian, let him glorify 
God in this name." And it's underlined in his book, (I Pet. 4:16) And he talked about 
aman that was going to the stake and hesaid,"I ama Christian." And he did that by 
pronouncing the name. And so even he and his brethren admit that when "in the name" 


iS mentioned that in certain cases they'll back track and say it's a literal name. 


Get the next slide Bro. Lewis. "Verses where the apostles said Jesus Christ!'They 
teach that they said it, because they would have to lie on themselves if they didn't 
Say it. Peter stood up and said, 'Be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ." I'VE 


PROOVED BY THESE LEXICONS AND BY A 100 SCRIPTURES THAT "IN THE NAME". 


MEANS TO SPEAK THE NAME, IT MEANS ACTUA LLY SAY SOMETHING, SO "IN 


(Mod:5 minutes) No. 15. Put his no. 15 on there, and hold my time while he's getting 
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it here. ''Here is what was done'', And he's got all my affirmative texts on there, | 
appreciate him affirming my proposition here tonight! He's helping me because I 
have already proved that. It will stand on record in‘the tapes. He's not touched my 
arguments where "in the name" means to actually speak the name in all these 100 
Scriptures that I used against one man, no Scripture, and will not bring a lexicon 
either! a 


Get his slide no... Well I've already covered the manual so we don't need to take 
that slide. He says the same thing. He believes that too that his church is a restora- 
tion. Get his no. 23. That's on the manual, Get 96 because I'm running out of time. 
But I will comment on this no. 23. He talked about us Saying that we're confirming 
things and once something is confirmed, it's always confirmed. Well I wonder Mr. 
Hafley if you, in this debate, have confirmed your proposition? ?? There's a text 
in the Bible which uses "confirm" as "to affirm a Proposition", I wonder if you 
believe that you've confirmed your proposition here in this debate? And why if you 
did, are you wanting anotherdebate ? ? ? ? 


Number 96, We're gonna come to his church next year and do this same thing. 
"Not necessarily important what is said" Well Mark 16 was a prophecy. It said in 


I want to get his slide 96. Well we've gota slide 17 I already touched upon, But 
he's got Mark 16 paralled with Acts 13 and 14 and 28, And these were not done in 
Jesus! name. It says no where. thatythey were done in Jesus’ name, They were done 
in His authority. They were done in his power. And I showed him the error of not 
doing things in Jesu' name in Acts 14 which he did not touch upon that Jesus did not 
get credit.for it, They brought out things to Sacrifice to the gods and Said the gods 
have come down as men. te eae 


All right 96a is that on there? "Not necessarily important"! Opponent conceded 
last night that one can obey Matt 28:19" Well I wouldn't have got up here if I didn't 
believe Matt 28:19, but I didn't say it like he said it so the Scripture is fulfilled in 
Larry Hafley if they persecute me they'll persecute you. One can obey Matt. 28: 
19. Yes if you're baptized in the proper name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost which 
is Jesus, and that's what I said and he's trying to mae some little quibble over 
it and twist my words up there. "One can Say Matt. 28:19 as he does it." and SO on, 
And I concede that. And you have to baptize in the name, the proper. name which 
is Jesus. The Passages in Acts explain that or it'd be a contradiction between. the 
two. And I want him to accound for that why in one place it's in the name of the 
Father, Son and Holy Ghost. 


| Also I made another argument where it said that it indicates from the Greek of 
Matt. 28:19 that it may not even be referring to a formula but it may refer to a per- 
son becoming someone's property, but the Greek in Acts is different and refers to 
a spoken formula! He never did touch that. He's not following me as Iam doing him. 
tonight. 
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96b. Opponent Capitulates. Well, he hasn't been able to show that because I 
indicated and explained Matt. 28:19 that it was in the name, singular. And if he 
wants to bring up some things about name tonight, I will answer those. 


97. About my blunders. The: person baptized could Say the formula, We're not 
debating this question of formula. Whoever Says it, it goes over them. No. 2. bapt- 
izes into the name of the Father...'' Yes, if you uséthe proper name. (Acts 4:12)We 
already went over that. "Holy Spirit comes when Jesus' name is mentioned." No evil 
spirit came. Mr. Hafley if you read you text correctly, the evil Spirit was already 
mere in the man, These men. did not have the authority, but he came in the name, 


Pinis 


Mr. Hafley. So there's a difference between name and authority. Christ did not 


authorize that man to come, but he came IN CHRIST'S NAME!!! !! And he got 
Smeared, That's what happened to Mr.Hafley. He came in Christ's name. ..{mod: 
time) I missed two charts here. I'll pick 'em up next time around, 











MR. HAFLEY'S FINAL AFFIRMA TIVE ON THE BAPTISMAL FORMULA 


Gentlemen moderators, Mr. Ferg uson, brethers and sisters in Christ, ladies and 
gentlemen: | 


I never felt better, or had less to do in my life, and 30 minutes to do it in! My 
opponent says he's happy to be here to represent the true churches, And he said, 
"We do what the Lord said do." Yes, I know we do what the Lord said do, and he 
made that claim; but you've been claiming that you say it over a person, And it's- 
not a matter of what we do in this baptism thing. It's what is called over, I know | 
we baptize in the name of Jesus. He said Mr. Hafley doesn't like our name, Well, 
Mr, Ferguson the Bible said not to go beyond that which is written. Now the reason 
I don't like it is because United Pentecostal Church goes beyond what is written, and 
I want to know when they got the name. United Pentecostal Church. When? So, Ido 
not like it. I speak as the oracles of God. (I Peter 4:11) i 


And he said Hafley and his brethren are not united. Hafley and his brethren are 
divided. And you Pentecostal people are a witness:that you people are also divided. 
And my friend Mr. Ferguson knows that is so. And he perverted Mr. Vouga just as 
certainly as he accused me of perverting the word of the LORD!!1! He said that 
Mr. Vouga said that it had to do with attitude. He said no such thing! Mr. Vouga said, 
and I shalliquote, the entire quotation:''We also find a few preachers who want to 


This, however, is no more the scriptural Christian baptism that if the statement in 
the name of Jesus Christ were omitted, as itis in no way baptism in the name of t 
Jesus Christ," Now he didn't say whether or not it's attitude, he said if you say, 
"into the name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost" which you said one could say, he 
says, 'It is not Christian baptism. " Thæ's what Oscar Vouga said about it. Of course 
if your attitude was wrong it would be wrong. Mr. Vouga would know that. But Mr. 
Vouga said it didn't matter about your attitude if you say it, it's wrong. That's the 
point. 





Tr yer er 


Now it's on tape, if these people can play it back and understand it, that is true. | 
But you perverted him. And now we wonder if the moose is a grasshopper. You said 
I perverted it, and he said if I perverted it, I was no more so thana moose was a 
grasshopper, something to that effect. Well, it wasn't so, soI suppose now that a 
moose is a grasshopper, you being witness. 

And he said we go back to Acts 2 and we receive the Holy Spirit like they did on 
Pentecost. I don't believe that.hée proved that, He assumed it and asserted it. And I 
could say the same thing and we do also. But you didn't prove it, that you do. And 
he said that concerning the manual. Chart 18. He said Hafley said it began in 1014, . 

I never said any such THING!!! ! I did not say it! The United Pentecostal Church, | 
articles of faith said it!!! I didn't know that. I didn't say that. That's what your 
manual said. That's what your creed said. It said, "In the year 1914 came the rev- 
elation on the name of the Lord Jesus Christ, the pivotal doctrines of absolute deity 
of Jesus Christ and baptism in His name became tenets of faith.'' Well, he backed 
up earlier and said it was AD 33. Yes, but that was not talking about the pivotal 


| 
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doctrines these things didn't beginin AD 33. Now whatever it's talking about here, 
it's making that plain. But these things became tenets of faith then not before, And 
that was the point sir! Yes, the claim is made earlier for being on Pentecost but 
these things, thatis a clear cut statement, that in year 1914 came the revelation on 
the name arid in that year it became tenets of faith. Not was but became, 

Well, he said Cambell had a formula. And I'm not concerned that he did. That 
doesn't bother me. If Alexander Cambell had a formula, he was in error, just like 
you are in error. And I dono more Stand by Alexander Cambell than I do you. if’ he 
claimed to have a formula said. But I want you to find where it was that Alexander 
Cambell said that one must call over a person the name of Jesus Christ, must speak 
the name. Now where did he Say that? That on muet say it! That's the point. So it 
is not parallel, And he repeatedly referred. He said, "Well, it is fulfilled. The Lord 
said you'd be persecuted for righteousness sake, !! Well, now we've finally got him 
with the J-W's, the Jehovah's Witnesses, use the same tune. You get to whipping 

them with the Scriptures, and they say, ''Well it Says we're going to be persecuted, 
And so Mr. Ferguson's Singing that tune. I wonder if when the J-W's feel persecuted 
that that proves the're right!!! He has argued and acted like that his being persecut- 
ed by the Word of the LORD, he's being prosecuted and persecuted by the Word of 
the Lord, his Saying that that prove he's right. Then that proves the J~W's are right. 
And that proves the Missionary Baptists I've debated are right. And that proves that 
the Sabattarians are right on the Sabbath, when I debate them. Because I have per- 
secuted them then that means that we must worship on the Sabbath because they are 


right, That little parallel proves too much, 


Then he came to Acts 10:43 and 2:38 about being baptized, about believing in the 
name, He never answered the questions. We'll see in a minute. But ladies and 
gentlemen, I asked him last night. "Before one Can repent", Look at Acts 2:38, 
Before one can repent in the name of Jesus Christ, must the name of Jesus Christ 
be called over you?" And he said, "YES", And he's argued tonight on several 


know he said it! That before you can do anything inthe name of Christ, the name 
must be called over you. That's what he said, All right now. When you believe 

in the name of Jesus Christ as the point of faith must one call the name ‘over you? 
It's true faith without works ig dead, but that's not what I asked, So before one can 
believe in the name of Jesus Christ, he must call the name over him. And I wonder 
if that happened? I wonder if it happened to you when you repented. Did they call it 
Over you? He-say that's what they do and he represents churches that supposedly 
Say that, : 


portant. He said that I said that. I deny it. If he Stands by that, he's not telling the 
TRUTH!!! I never said anything that's the 42nd cousin to that, and he knows it. I 
did not say it was unimportant and you're wrong about it. And you falsified about 

me saying it. I never said it. Now then here's the issue. The Bible says, "Arise and 
be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord." My opponent 
says that calling on the name means having the name invoked over you. Well the 
command here is for Saul to do the calling not Ananias, see Dana and Mantey, p. 157, 
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My opponent believes the administrator is to do the calling. But this reverses that, =% 
So even if my opponent is right, he's wrong. Opponent, should one, I want to know, 
Should the one being baptized call the name instead of the administrator? But you said 

he could and you said he called it over him. Well have something to say about that 

in just a minute, and it's rich. Now you listen. He said that the one Saying it can call 

it over himself, You think about that friends. You just keep that in the back of your 
mind, and we'll get to that in a minute, Paul. Now we're not going to forget it, Paul, 
Now you think about it. Paul Ferguson eaid..... Now you want to take it back before 

we get to it? Now I'll let you off. I want do this to you. Now I wouldn't do this to any- 
body I like as well as I do you, Paul. I wouldn't do this to you, but I'm going to have i 
to do it unless you recant and repent. Now just get up here and tell us I didn't mean 

it, and we'll let you off, All right'! And all right he's not going to take it batk, But = 
we'll get to it in a minute. 


l But bef ore we do. I said does I Cor. 6:11 show what must be said, or what must be 
done? And he said, "BOTH", Chart 87a. Chart 87a. Now then. I asked him the ques- 
tion. Well my opponent has not taken the first two alternatives. He didn't say it was 
something done or something said, but thirdly -he says,"BOTH", That I Cor. 6:1] 
baptizing in the name of Christ is something BOTH said or done, Well, he's partly 
right and partly wrong. (Eph. 5:26) And he will thus also admit that what is done is also 
included in Acts 2:38, Acts 19:5;Acts 8:16;Acts 10:48, Because those passages also 

Say ‘in the name of the Lord Jesu Christ or in the name of Jesus Christ and so what 
is there does inhere in those passages then. And Paul Ferguson is the witness thereto! 
Further, if he says both, which he has done, he can show scripture for it being some 
thing that is done. Baptism is done in the name of Christ. Now we demand, yea we 
insist that he cite book, chapter, and verse that show it has-reference to what is 

said. Now I know that they were washed, Sanctified, justified in the name of the Lord 
Jesus Christ, That's something that's done. Now where was it said? He's not proven 
that part of it. And now I want us to notice the argument on chart no. 78, 





On the or part. Now ladies and gentlemen, this was the only thing that even came 
close to answering anything that I said. The only thing. And I thought that during the 
half time that if there was anything that needed re-establishing, this was it. Every- 
thing else was virtually untouched. Now as to the word "or'', By what power or by 
what name. He says that doesn't show the’re different, Well, Bauer says on p. 342 
that the word "or! quote:"Shows related and similar terms where one can take the 
place of the other." end of quotation: Now Bauer that you love so much says, "By 
what power or by what name" that the word "or" there shows terms where one can | 
take the place of the other. Now a few passages, For instance, Mark 4:17. The Lord ” 
said "persecution or affliction ariseth. "Now, Paul, would you tell us what's the diff- 
erence between persecution and affliction. You claim you've been persecuted tonight. 
Now would you tell us what's the difference between being persecuted and afflicted. 

It says, "'persectued or afflicted. " Or in Luke 14:12 it refers to a'dinner or a supper," 
Now you know we have breakfast, lunch and dinner or Supper around where I came ` 
from. Now these, as the context will show, are parallel, related and similar terms. 
Now then by "what power or by what name in other words have you done this?'"And 

so they said in Matt. 21:23 by what authority, or who gave thee this authority to do 
these things?" By what power, by what name and they said, ''By the power and auth- 
ority of Jesus Christ. 
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Now then chart no. 79. He came and he said, "Well you know the septuagint uses 
it differently!! He says that it puts the word name in there. Well that proves my 
point. That shows exactly what I'm saying. That in his name or law was used inter. 
changably.. shall the gentiles trust. Now what does it mean, ladies and gentlemen, 
to do something in the name? The basic difference is that Paul Ferguson says that 
before you can do it in the name it must be called over you. Now the Bible defines 
by what power" or "by what name" that it is something that you do. Now in my Isa. 
42:4 the Word of God says that the "isles shall wait for his law", But the Word of 
God also says in quotation of that, a Divine, inspired commentary "in his name shall 
the gantiles trust.'' Matt.12:21 is an inspired commentary on the "isles shall wait 
for his law," Hence, to wait for his law is to look for his authority and to trust in his 
name. And so your parallel usage merely substantiates my case. Merely substant- 


iates it. 


Now let's go to chart 84. He said here it means reputation. Paul, it means re- 
putation? He says that you turned and polluted my name means my reputation. Paul, 
were you reading between the lines when you read that? Where does it say that 
Paul? Where's it say that at? Will you tell me? You can't find it can you? Now look 
at these preceding passages. They define it. How did they do it? Now you didn't 
notice that. Not- hearkened to me. It doesn't say they did it by ruining my reputation, 
How did they reject his name; and polluted his name? By ruining his reputation? No, 
"You've not hearkened to me." Jer. 34:17. How? "By transgressing my covnant you 
have not performed my words," The Word performed is in my proposition. It's some- 
thing that's done. "in the name". That is it. Not the reputation. There's the defini- 
tion. vss 17 and 18. To pollute his name is to reject his authority. Likewise then, 
to do a thing in his name is to do it by the authority, to perform his words. Jer. 
34:18. And he said, ''Well it couldn't be reputation in Acts 2:38, '! Who said so? I could 
take that position in Acts 2:38 just as logically as you could here. 








And his no. 20. His no. 20. You see that offer he made? (Hold my time.) I want to 
get my chart here. He made me an offer. And I want to make him a. parallel offer 
since he's holding my time here. Ah. Chart no. 93.rather. He made me an offer 
where it said the apostles said Jesus Christ or Lord Jesus when they baptized, said 
that there was an offer made. Now Mr. Ferguson before my time starts are you mak- 
ing me an offer along this line/? Are you making me an offer along this line? 

Chart no.93. My opponent has mace a generous offer if I can find where anyone was 
ever baptized in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit. Well he thus indicates 
that there's no authority to baptize anyone in the name of the Father,: Son and Holy 
Spirit yet in answer to the question do you baptize in the name of the Father, Son and 
Holy Spirit as Jesus said do he replied that he did it. He said, "I do it." Opponent 
says he does it, So, I've found a man who does what the Lord said do. Now, opponent, 
I'll! make you the same offer. You show where in the Bible that an administrator 

said anything over a person in the water. We'll have the same offer, 

And now to 15,my 15. Ladies and gentlemen, he said these are all his passages, 
No, these show what was done. They were to be baptized in the name of Jesus, but 
where does it say what was said? Where does it say what was said? Next he said, 
"Have you confirmed iyour proposition?" I ‘have confirmed the truth of what has been 
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confirmed. (Heb. 2:3) Yes, £ aa 


Now in my chart 96. My chart 96. He had somewhat to say about this, But he-. 
didn't touch the argument I made. Now notice please. Thank you. That miracles’ 
were performed in the name of Jesus. He said not all miracles were performed 
in the name of Jesu§.Mr. Ferguson do you belive that staement that you made? The 
Lord said that miracles were going to be performed in his name. Now were there 
some miracles not performed in his NAME!!! 'Every miracle that they performed 
was performed in the name of Christ. Point. "Sometimes what was done was said 
as in Acts 3:6. But sometimes Jesus' name was not said. In Acts 11, Agabus proph- 
esied by the Spirit. That was by the name of Jesus Christ. Prophecy was a miracul- 
ous gift. And he prophesied by the name of Jesus Christ. But Paul Ferguson said, z 
"No, he didn't. He didn't prophecsy in the name of Christ.'' If he didn't, he was a false 
prophet. But of course he couldn't have been. He was doing it by the Spirit. "He sig- 
nified by the Spirit." So, he was a true prophet. Sometimes Jesus' name was not said. 
Conclusion: Itis not necessarily importaat to say what you are doing. Now then in 
answer to this in chart 96a. Note what I made the point on. my opponent conceded 
that one can obey Matt. 28:19. Now he acts like he wants off that. Acts. like he wants 
off it. Now, Mr. Ferguson, is it right to do what Jesus said do? Is it all right to bapt- 
ize in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit? The Lord said do it. Is it right? 

Well, you agree don't you that you can obey what the Lord said do? Is it wrong to 

say what you're doing? You've already answered the question. It's not wrong to say 

it. So one can say "in the name of Jesus"! and he can say "in the name of the Father, 

Son and Holy Spirit! and he can DO that. So you, sir, have admitted that what is said E 
is not necessarily important. Now try as he may, you just remember what's being 
said up here on this chart when he gets up and calls for them. He doesn't deal with i 
them when he calls for them. 


ep Uy 


Chart 96. Now note this. He didn't deal with it. The Scriptures teach that water 
baptism is to be performed in the nmae of the Lord Jesus Christ. I asked him do you 
agree with that Paul? Did he answer? Well, we know he does. We know that he agrees 
that baptism is to be performed in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ. That's what 
' is to be done. Now, with part two my opponent and J agree. He said that one can obey a 
Matt. 28:19. One can do what the Lord said do. And he said that the one can say what 
the Lord said to do! One can Say in the name of Jesus, So my proposition is true, : f 
that the Scriptures teach that water baptism is to be performed in the name of the | 
Lord Jesus Christ, but that what is audibly spoken over the candidate is not necessar-. ma 
ily important. . 


Now in Acts 19:13 he said that the Spirit there came in Jesus' name. You mean 
the Holy Spirit made them flee out of the house naked and wounded? Is that what you 
mean? Is it what you said. That's what you said. Chart 97. In Acts 19 people, in 
vss 13-19 notice that the exorcists, certain vagabond Jews, Now you said that the 
Spirit came at the name of Jesus. These were exorcists, vagabond Jews, and these 
are works of the flesh, Gal. 5:19 to 21, that one cannot go to heaven with. (Rev. 21:8) 
And they called the name of Jesus over these that had evil spirits and the evil spirit 
answered, and not the Holy Spirit! When the name of Jesus was called! Now Mr. 
Ferguson says that anytime "in the name of Jesus" was called that you're doing it in 
the name of Christ. I wonder if these vagabond Jews were doing it "in the name of 
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Christ" when they called the name of Jesus. They called it. (Acts 19) They called 

the name of Jesus, but it wasn't in the name of Jesus for an evil spirit and not the 
Holy.Spirit came! Acts 19:13 to 18. Notice that, people, when he deas with it. It 
was the Holy Spirit not the evil spirit. 


Now then Mr. Ferguson I wonder now have you though it over any further about 
this point about David in Q4, Have you thought about David calling the name over 
him? Now I wonder, We've given you a few minutes here. of our time. Have you 
really thought about it" Can a man call it over himself? We'll give you another min- 
ute. In question one I said were there any prophets that spoke in the name of the Lord 
and did not actually use the name? He said, ''No., " Well Acts 11:27-30 he"signified by 
the Spirit, ' Isn't that in the name of the Lord" But the name of the Lord wasn't said. 
He said well I'll ask you a question yes or no. You stopped beating your wife? I said 
the other night myself there are some questions that you cannot answer with a yes or 
ano. And that's my illustration I used on Mr. Lewis in our other debate, and he pick- 
ed it up. And so he knows that I know that it's true. You can't answer some questions 
yes or no. Is that question like that Mr. Ferguson? Is this a parallel question to "have 
you stopped beating your wife?! If it isn't you've lost your case. It's not parallel, 
It's not parallel at all. Now you're wrong, chart 17, there were some things that 
were done that were not actually said. This was not prophets but here are things that 
were done but were not said. Here these miracles were performed in the name of 
Jesus. Mark 16:17. But the name of Jesus was not called. So one may act in the name 
of Jesus without saying anything! 


Now Q4 again. He says,''Yes it is necessary to say the name of Jesus over you 
when you believe." How many of you had it done? Was it done? You said it was nec- 
essary. Now according to him you've not believed in the name of Jesus Christ unless 
when you believed you had the name of Jesus called over you because he said, "Yes, 
it's necessary, "! 


I said, "Do you baptize in the authority of Christ?" He said, ''Yes'", And he gave 
John 14:23 as passages that show it. Now, Mr. Ferguson don't you know that those 
passages don't say baptize in the authority of Christ. Did you know that? I asked for 
the passage that says you are to baptize by the authority of Christ. I said will you 
give it. You should have said, "No, I won't, ' Because you didn't. You said John 14: 
23 and II John 9, Well I wonder how about Mait. 28:19. "B aptizing in the name of the 
Father, Son and Holy Spirit." I wonder if that's one of them. 


Now before David could go against Goliath was it essential to call the name of the 
Lord over him? He said, "No." AL right! Now friends, he's just conded the debate. 
That's it. David, the Bible says in I Sam. 17:45, went against Goliath. "I come ag- 
ainst you in the name of the LORD, " He wasn't in the army of Israel. No, but he was 
a child of God in Israel. That's the point. Being in the army had nothing to do with 
whether or not it was in the name of the LORD! And you know that. You know better 
than that. We caught you on it. A man didn't have to be in the army of God to do 
something in the name of the LORD. Now, he said David called it over himself, 
Where was David's ear, Mr. Ferguson? Where was Da vid's ear? Where, Mr. Lewis? 
On top of his head? Now if he were going to hear it being called over himself, where 
was his ear? Now that's the way one would get it called over himself. Because one 
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would not hear it unless his ear was on top of his head! That's right. One could not 
call it over himself unless his ear was on top of his head, but his ear's here on the 
side of his head. The only place he hears is on the side of his head. That's not over 
it. Now where was his ear? Now again you said though‘ that it wasn't essential. So one 


can go in the name of the Lord, one can do something, and remember this people, one ~ 


can do it without saying anything. Thank yoğ. 
Now he didn't answer question no, 5. "Is it possible to sing or pray in the name of 
the Lord without having someone audibly invoke the name of Jesus over you?” And 
you know something? He did not answer that question. He didn't answer it. Did you 
Paul? You know you didn't answer that question. You didn't give a yes or a no ans- 
wer and no body knows it any better than you do. You saw where it was headed and you 
didn't answer it. Now you may get up and give an answer now when I don't have a 
chance to reply, but he didn't answer that question. He didn't answer it, and I don't 
blame him, I don't blame him. Now when you all sing does someone turn and say the 
name of Jesus over you? Do they? Now according to him, you couldn't sing in the 
name of the Lord unless somebody did that. You do it to your neighbor and he does 
it to you. You and I all know thatit's possible to do something, like singing, in the 
name of the Lord, without saying something over the other person. We know that's 
possible. Now Matt. 6:6 shows that one can pray in his closet, pray in secret. Have 
you ever prayed by yourself? Did you pray in the name of the Lord? Did someone 
call the name over you? Did you even bother to call it over yourself? No, You know 
that's not true. He didn't answer that question. And you just remember Matt. 6 and 
verse 6. 


Now in question number 7 I want to go to that. I've dealt with the other one. He 
said that Acts 15:17, Acts 22:16 and James 297 shows what must be said over a cand- 
idate. And chart 85c. This deals with what he said. "Do not they blaspheme that 
worthy by the which ye are called?" That verse doesn't mention what was said by 
an administrator for water baptism, Yet he said that's the passage that proves it. 
dt doe'sn't mention any of those things. James 2:7 mentions the name by which breth- 
ren are called, but baptism is for the unsaved, the unforgiven. My opponent's doc- 
trine makes James 2:7 read, ''Do not they blaspheme that worthy name which was 
called over you?" It doesn't say that. It says "by the which are ARE called" not 
"which was called over you"", Brethren are called Christians. (Acts 11:26,I Peter 
4:16) They are not called Pentecostals. The're called Christians. (I Peter 4:16) 
Opponent, what is called over the unsaved? That's what Christians are called. What 
is called over the unsaved? 


And then he said that a name is a title. Chart 24.1 want you to notice please in 
John 19 and in verse 19 that Pilate wrote a title and put it on the cross.and the writ- 
ing was "JESUS of Nazareth", Now Jesus is called a title. Webster says that a name 
is a title. Webster says title is a descriptive name. And furthermore in Rev. 19. and 
in verse 16 notice please that "he hath on His: vesture and on His thigh a name. writt- 
en. King of kings and Lord of lords."' I wonder if "king" is a title or a name. Rev. 19:° 
16 calls it a name. Just remember that and those passages of scripture, | 


Now then in conclusion ladies and gentlemen chart numbe r 78. Ihave shown and 
upheld by "or". By what power or by what name. That defines power or name. By 


~ 


n 
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the name of Jesus Christ, In chart no. 77 we all agree, ladies and gentlemen, that 
they were baptized in Jesus' name. We all agree to that, Chart number 84, I have 
shownyou what it means to pollute God's name by not hearkening unto him, by trans- 
gressing his convenant, Chart 80. Now then notice please that he erred. He says 
that to come in the name of the Lord, one must have the name pronounced over him. 
But it's possible to come here without haying something said over you. Now did you 
all come here in the name of the Lord? You claim that you did so, but no one called 
it over you. So it's possible to do it without saying it. 


Chart number 81, He did say in answer to a question whether he denies it or not 
that the Holy Spiritin Jesus' name, and that the name had to be called over Him. I 
want to know who was calling the name. Another person? Was it necessary to pron- 
ounce the name of Jesus over the Holy Spirit before he could come? Well, according 
to you and your doctrine the name had to be pronounced in baptism. before it can be 
said it was done in the name of Christ therefore when the Holy Spirit came in Jesus' 
name, it had to be said over Him. If not you case falls, 


Moderator: Time. 


Thank you ladies and gentlemen. 








MR, FERGUSON'S FINAL NEGATIVE ON THE BAPTISMAL FORMULA 
Ferguson comes on singing: 


"When first I heard of Pentecost I thought it was a shame, 
that such unholy teaching would be taught in Jesus' name.'' 
Is it taught in Jesus' name or in His authority, Mr. Hafley? YOU HAVE JUST 
HEARD SINGING IN JESUS' NAME!!!!! Haw! Haw! Haw! Haw! Haw! !1!5 





AND YOU'RE USING THE WRONG SONG BOOK!!! RIP IT UP AND THROW IT 
OUT!!! Get 'eem some new song books Mr. Ferris (H's moderator). Next time he 
preaches for you instead of payin'eem, let him get these song books. You wanted the 
address of that cult. YOU GOT IT IN THE SONG BOOK!!!! (F. holds up hymnbook) 


(Ferguson sings again:) 


"The mighty God is Jesus. The prince of peace is He, 
The everlasting Father, the king eternally..." 


Bishop Pike said that he couldn't say the creed but he could sing it. I saw a little 
picture (somewhere). It would be like that between Mr. Hafley's doctrine and my 
voice, We wouldn't go very good together. YOU SING THAT SONG IN YOUR CHURCH? 
NO!!! HE DON'T SING IT IN HIS CHURCH!!!HE COULDN''T SING IT IN HIS 
CHURCH!!! BECAUSE HE DON'T SING IN JESUS' NAME IN HIS CHURCH!!! BUT 





It's like the same thing as paying the taxes. We mention the name as we sing it. 
So get a new song book! (bang!) Our songbook here-the songs have Jesus' name in 
them. And we don't let a song service go by but what we don't sing the name of 
Jesus. 


In the name of Jesus there's power to set you free. 
In the NAME OF JES0S.. THERE'S GLORIOUS VICTORY OVER SIN, 
DISEASE AND SICKNESS,.,." 


Hallelujah! And so we do sing in Jesus' name!Of course there isn't much my 
opponent has left for me to do but sing. I told brother Lewis that last night. If he 
don't do any more than what he did the night before better get a musical program put 
together. 


But I‘haven't got too many notes there on what he had, but I'll go over what he 
did, He made andher attempt to get at Bro. Vouga here. And I thank you for the plug. 
Now you're gonna' have to buy brother Vouga's book on our gospel message to see 
who's right on that and who it was that was perverting Bro. Vouga. In fact if you 
want one we'll get you one for free. So we've gone over that. 


So I guess we'll take his charts 80 and 81. Let's get 80 in there. Put'em in real 
fast. "Opponent: Did you come here in the name of the Lord?" Yes, I showed that 
'in the name of the Lord'' means to speak the name! Yes indeed I came in the name 
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asking according to the will {in Acts 19) so the Holy Spirit didn't come. The Holy 
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of the Lord, Now I think he's got a point here ladies and gentlemen on his play or 
attempted play on Col, 3:17, So Iwas hoping that he's show that up again so that I 
could put it on the screen where we sing, pay taxes, give thanks unto the Father by 


Him, by His name. I DON'T THINK WE SAY THANKS IN JESUS' NAME ENOUGH! ! 


So I did come in Jesus' name, I thanked the Lord for the Opportunity to come,and 
I indicated as much last night. 


Get slide 81 on there, 
"Holy Spirit in Jesus! name" I indicated that Bauer said that he came 'with the 


when Jesus' name was called? Well the Bible Says in I John 5 that if we ask anything 
according to his will we have confidence... ‘that he will do it". But they were not 


Spirit doesn't come everytime some slob gets up and says his name, Otherwise the f 
Holy Spirit would come when people were cursing and Swearing and so on. But the 
person's heart has to be in accordance with Scripture before the Holy Spirit will 
come, oe 


Get slide 86 Up on there will you please? We'll get the slide out of the way. 
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No, I will not recant on this, but if you recant,cwed have clothing with your size, 
We can probably get some with Mr. Ferris' size and Mr. Ames theresand Bro, Lewis 
can get the water running in the baptistryjand we'll have a shoutin' good time tonight. 


87a. That's I Cor. 6:11 and he got to quoting Bauer. And he's gettin' where he 
kinda’ ‘igets into the lexicons. I been treating on him a little bit. And he's kinda! gone 
in there, I copied it down. I didn't bother to check, I'l] check it later, | didn't want 
to get new material, but it sounded like it was al] right. He Says that Bauer says 
that "or" shows "related or SIMILAR TERMS" And I REGOCNIZE THAT "POWER" 
AND "AUTHORITY" ARE RELATED TỌ EACH OTHER , I RECQGNIZE THAT THEY 


ERENT, AND THE PARALLEL THAT I BROUGHT OUT WAS HOUSES AND LANDS, 
And he said persecution and afflictions." Well I imagine we can find some differences 
betwen those, "Persectuion", perhaps, I haven't checked them out, and do not want 
to say "ex cathedera" or infallibility before having checked it. The Spirit does not 
say that he will guide you in things that you have "slopped up" if you haven't done all 
your efforts and so on. And that is looking them us. And I haven't had a chance to look 
them up, but I would Say right off hand "persecution" would be like when somebody 
pushed you in a ditch, and affliction might be when you get sick, And it's not the 
Same.It's different, "or" "Houses or lands, persecution or afflictions. '' So his own. 
thing tripped him up there, And so there's some difference in the synonyms there 
that make them separate. And I quoted another Passage in Acts 8, It Said, "Isaiah 

or some other man. '' Could "Isaiah Or some other man" be the same? Why no! 
“Authority and name is not the same. 


And of course he went to his parallel again, Isaiah 42 and Matt. 12. He said that 
the Septuagint confirmed it. No it doesn't! !!! It takes it away!!!} Because in Copy ~ 
ing of manusc ripts there were thingsput out and left in, and the Hebrew text in some 
places is in bad shape. And the New Testament came around and corrected us from 
the Greek translations (df the OT) that they had. And the Dead Sea Scrolls have con- 
firmed some of those corrections that the New Testament made that were in the 
Septuagint, the Greek text but not in the Hebrew text of the Old Testament. So that: 
was what Isaiah 42 Originally said. It did not orignally say about the law. It origin- 
ally said, "trust in his name’. And the Lord straightened that out for us,and straigh. 
tened Mr. Hafley out at the same time. | 


‘Name pollution" And Tused a Verse inPro verbs to interpret this which gave the 
definition of the reputation. fe Saya it is) in transgressing the covenant, Well we do 
pollute the Lord's name when we transgress the covenant, Because when wẹ do not ™ 
act right and say that we are servants of Jehovahsthat ruins Jehovah's reputation. If 
they see that you're a Christianjand you're sitting in the bar "guzaling'! boozey and $0 
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on and so fort(I won't go into that.) But that will ruin the Lord's reputation because 
people connect you with being more or less what Christ is, if you're claiming to 
represent Christ, 


Slide number 93, 
see eg ee 


This is the offer. In reply to my slide 19, Well since this is in reply to my slide 
19,....He's got an offer on there, a thousand dollars, My slide 19. I want to ask for 
it Maybe I should since it indicates his point, 


Put my slide 19 on here. Just hold Mr, Hafley's in the machine. We'll put Mr. 
Hafley's back in a minute. When is my time up any way according to this clock, 
(mod:20 min. yet. ) All rightee! All right, friends, loved ones and people that like me 
and others. Take a look at this!!! It says, "MR.H.!!!! And ah, my name isn't "H", 
That's him!!! And I heard in the tape with bro. Lewis (Lewis -Hafley debate) that he 
was making this offer, I may have misplayed the tape, buthe offers a thousand 





dollars for this verse, HERE IT iS! ! !!i3"Make checks out to sheaves for Christ. 
and contribute IN THE NAME of EVANGELIST PAUL FERGUSON! ttt" AND HE'LL 
HAVE TO USE THE NAME IF HE DOES!!! ‘in the name" means you actually use 





the name!!!(It must be ) THE ACTUAL. LITERAL NAME!!!! OR BRO, LEWIS 

WHO TAKES CONTRIBUTIONS FOR SHEAVES FOR CHRIST WOULD NOT KNOW 

WHO TO CREDIT IT TO IF THE NAME WERE NOT USED!!! We'll go batk to that 

in a minute! But you've seen his offer. You've seen my offer, But I guess we'll have 

to decide between us who is Supposed to get that! | 


He said I didn't answer question 5, and I just go through with that... I'd like to 
get 85C since - we're kinda' a little short on time. That's about James 2:7. He said 
that "Christian" explains this. That this is the name, "Christian", And he said furth- 
er that this is supposed to be "called by the name'', and it does not say that. James 2: 
7 says.,''Do not they blaspheme that worthy name which was called..." And it's 
passive! "To epiklethen eph humas'! And that is PASSIVE!!! You can ask Mr. Ames 
about that, "IT WAS CALLED" AND THEN RIGHT AFTER THAT IT SAYS THE WORDS 
"UPON YOU", The same word that he is talking about "OVER"!!! "EPI" MEANS 
"OVER"!!! "WHICH WAS. CALLED OVER YOU"! And it could not be the woea | 
Christian because it was not an habitual day to day occurance. The word "Christian" : 
would be something that happened to you every day as I pointed out.to Mr. Hafley 
the night before. This is not new material. It's on one of my slides and was flashed | 
on the screen, and it was put as a question to him tonight that the aorist tense indi- | 
cates SINGLE ACTION! !1!!1! THERE'S ANOTHER TENSE, THE IMPERFECT, that | 
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This is chart no. 24 that I want to call for next, Slide no. 24, 


: It's about the titles. It was put on the cross "Jesus of Nazareth, king of the Jews." 
Webster says, "Name is a title and a title is a descriptive name.''Well I'm going to 
do a little bit of talking about that, I want to call this to your attention. This is the 
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word "title" but it it is simply a trancliteration from the Greek "titlos" that Bauer 
says means an ‘inscription or notice on the cross which gave the reason for condéem- 
nation, '' In Greek it means several words and it is not quite the same as the English 
word "title", But what I am bringing out CONTINUALLY in this debate is that there 
is a difference between a proper name and a descriptive and a COMMON name. People 


Nghe 


can call you NAMES, THEY CAN CALL YOU "FATHEAD", And that indicates some - 
thing about your character or the size of your head or some phase about you, or may- 
be that you're thick skulled or something like that. People can call you by various m 
names, and that gives them a description about you. There's descriptive and common 
names, but there's only one proper name that was given to JESUS at his birth, In 
Matt. 1:20. AND THERE'S A DIFFERENCE, YOU DON'T GO AROUND WRITING 
YOUR CHECKS IN "THE NAME OF THE FATHER, SON AND HOLYMAN"!!! BECAUSE 
PEOPLE WOULDN'T KNOW WHO IT WAS.AND THERE WERE OTHER RELIGIONS 
WHO HAD FATHERS AND SONS AND THEY HAD SPIRITS THAT THEY THOUGHT 
WERE HOLY, AND THE WAY TO MAKE A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THAT AND 
CHRISTIAN BAPTISM IS TO ACTUAL*LY PRONOUNCE THE NAME, JESUS. But 

it's the same parallel I made between Jack Spratt and Mussolini. You had to actually 
say something. | 


Now this offer slide, I haven't forgotten about that offer. But he has continually 
last night and the night before not gone over material that I made,and I'm going to 
80 over some Of those things and indicate to you that I did show what "in the name! 
means. I'm in the negative tonight, and I DENY that "in the name! means "IN THE 
AUTHORITY OF"!!! I DENY IT EMPHATICALLY !! [!! It was shown as a difference 
in Acts 4:7. It said "name or authority", I shded a difference in the prophets. The 
false prophets CAME in the NAME!!! They mentioned the NAME but they did not 
come in the authority of Jehovah. And I mentioned about the man that didn't follow 
Christ. HE WAS NOT CASTING OUT DEMONS BY CHRIST'S AUTHORITY. HE WAS 
CASTING THEM OUT IN THE NAME, There's a difference between the authority 
and the name and the Bible shows itt!!! : 


ee "ra 








Let me just mention several things about what I teach. And what I teach. And 
what I teach is clearly set down. And in fact as you leave tonight, I have printed my 
slides that were shown on this screen during the debate, And everyone is invited to 
take a free copy so that you may study these things and not just get the mouth about 
what Ferguson said and just the quibbles, And you can study those things, and actually 
have them in front of you. | have not put anything out or printed anything which was not 
shown. in this debate, i~ . 


I would like to put my slide no. " on the screen, brother Lewis, 


lam putting this on the screen to deny his definition of "in the name", He says 

"in the name" tonight means "in the authority of", The Bible teaches that "in the n > > 
name'' means to 'speak the name", In the Old Testament I quotes from the lexicons 
which say "in the name of Jehovah" means ‘calling the name", Koehler-Baumgartner 
lexicion. Brown, Driver and Briggs lexicon: "in the name of Jehovah means to "call 
with the name", He(BDB) says, ''to use the name of Jehovah in worship. "But he says 
"It's the lexicons against the Bible, '' NO IT'S NOT! IT'S 15 GREEK AND HEBREW 
SCHOLARS AND OVER 100 SCRIPTURES AGAINST ONE MAN, NO SCRIPTURE AND 





Miis 


à 
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LEXIPHOBIA!IN! Itty tty 
ee 


SLIDE NO, 2!!'He said I don't tall 'em out, Mr. Hafley! Naughty! Naughty! 
Naughty! Icalle¢ | 'em out over, over and Over, again last night. At least | called 
each one. When you get the print up the numbers will be on there. And I called each 
One and asked for it as I said it, = | 


. Number two, "Places where 'in the name of Jehovah' occurs in the Old Testament.!! 
"To swear" It said, "They swore Saying... JEHOVAH,,," (I Sam. 20:42) When dig he 
mention that? He said it was not related! But he Says "in the name" means "in the 
authority of", THE BIBLE DOES NOT HAVE PASSAGES WHERE IT SAID "IN THE 





"TO BLESS", IT SAYS "BLESS IN THE NAME OF JEHOVAH," AND IT SA YS, "THUS 
SHALT THOU BLESS AND SAY... JEHOVAH"! trrrys LETIt! (Numbers. 6:24) What did 


he say about that? He didn't! He couldn't! He didn't have anything to say! He said it 
was not related. NOT RELATED! !ttrprs DEFINING THE WORDS NIN THE NAME 


+ ‘ . + 


But he said it wasn't related! 


Number three. It Says ''to pray in the name", HOW DO YOU GO ABOUT PRA YING 
IN THE NAME? VERSE 36 (I Kings 18)'NAME USED"! | TIT!!!) And he talked about 
{ Kings 5:11, It did not Say that Elisha healed Naaman "in the name", In fact Naaman 
said (I don't know whether that's 5:11. I didn't have time to look it up.) But Naaman 
said he thought he would come out and pronounce the Lord's name over him. So 
that says it wasn't in the name. And all miracles were not necessarily done in the 
name. There's no scripture for that. He didn't give it. 


Slide number three, That's the way I gave them last night, and I said, "Slide no, 
3", The're all in order. He could've called for all of them and followed my like I 
did him tonight! I think I got all of them he put on the screen. fC pet 


Slide number four. "Go to battle" DAVID WENT TO BATTLE. (ISAM. 17:45) AND 
HE SPOKE THE NAME! I!I!!! HE SAID, "I CAME IN THE NAME OF JEHOVAH"! 111 E 
And he spoke it hour times, And I told you that sound waves go out in all directions, 
and it went over David, but that's just a quibble. It doesn't necessarily have to go 
over him if it's spoken, it'll go over him! And that's just "nit pickin''', He's not able 
to answer my arguments so he's gotta pick little... (Ferguson goes through his 
hair) EBEBEEEP!!iļı There's oné.... OOOOOOOOOP I 111... OPE, ..IT'S OFF!!! 
THERE'S A LITTLE ONE!!! | 


AND NUMBER FIVE! !!!! Here, on this Slide it says ‘to prophesy", False 
prophets”: prophesied in the name of Jehovah BUT NOT IN THE AUTHORITY! ! 11151 
MR, HAFLEY PREACHES IN JESUS! NAME BUT NOTIN HIS  AUTHORITYIT! ! ! And 
he had the little quibble about where do you get pur authority for baptism? He said 
“Why don't you get it from Matt. 28:19. ALL RIGHT!!] Jesus said the command to 


baptize,and then it Says to baptize in the NIA ~M-E, NAME, SINGULAR! ! LIETIE] 
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AND I SAID LAST NIGHT THAT JESUS HAD HIS FATHER'S NAME THAT HE GOT 
BY INHERITANCE, AND HIS PROPER > NAME WAS WHAT HE GOT AT BIRTH. 
(Matt. 1:20) AND THEN HE SAID HIMSELF. HE GAVE ME AN AFFIRMATIVE VERSE. | 

(IT. SAID, ) ‘WHEN YOU CALL THE NAME OF JESUS,;THE HOLY GHOST COMES,!!! 
DON'T HE KNOW HIS NAME ?????? What did he say about that? ? ?? WhoooofllT ad 


Number six. "Speak", That's the same thing. Fifty times it occurs in the Old | 
‘ Testament. 1T WAS SUPPOSED TO BE SPOKEN . SO WHAT WOULD IT MEAN TO 
_. THE CROWD ON THE DAY OF PENTECOST? 2222? WHAT WOULD IT MFAn TO a] 

PETER? ???? WHEN HE SAID REPENT AND BE BAPTIZED IN THE NAME OF 
JESUS CHRIST? ??? IT WOULD MEAN SPEAK THE NAME!!!!1! 

"Each time’in the New Testament 'in the name! occurs’. ,.Hedid not follow these 
passages. It's the same as the prophets here. Prophets come in the name but notin 
the authority. Bauer said, "They'll come using my name." What did he say about 
that? “He said it went against the Bible. No it didn't. Mark 13:6 is in the Bible. 


Slide Five. "Gifts given, charity done" You can study these, ladies and gentlemen, 
Pick Tem up. I want everybody to get one. "Drink of water given in the name of Jesus'!! 
I gave a gift in Mr. Hafley's name. And I actually had to use the name for him to get 
credit. for it. e 


Number six. I went over this. It's about demons cast out. Christ did not authorize 
him to cast out demons but he was doing it with Christ's name. He was speaking the 
name. (Mark 9:28) NAME IS NOT AUTHORITY. AND THEY ARE DIFFERENT!!! 11 
THEY ARE NOT THE SAME!!!111 | 








Get slide 7. "Preach, teach, be bold in Jesus! name.)No sermons with*the name, 
always Speaking the name!!!! What did he say about that? ???2? ?? PNYUTHIN'! 111 


. Slide no. 8, "HEALING, PRAYERS, GIVING OF THANKS" Col, 3:17 is HIS OWN 
VERSE, WHY DIDN'T HE PUT IT UP? ??? IT'D A BEEN A GOOD ONE FOR AN 
AFFIRMATIVE IF I HADN'T OF SQUASHED IT LAST NIGHT!!!) !Coùrse he‘has 
to get the little..... But I think he's got a point though folks so I'm gonna give him 
credit for what he did have, cause we don't thank the Lord enough for what he does 
for us. We need to 8&0 around and really mention the name of Jesus. But he really S 


tries to over work that a little too much. He Says everytime you go around just saying 


ee Pt 





"Jesus, Jesus, Jesus, Jesus, Jesus, Jesus, Jesus, ! WELL!!!I!IIT'SA GOOD IDEA ! 
WOULDN'T YOU SAY, BRO, LEWIS!!! !GO AROUND ALL THE TIME:JESUS, JESUS, ‘| 
JESUS, A WONDERFUL NAME!!!!!! AND HE SAID IN ANOTHER DEBATE: IT'S A o | 


MAGICAL FORMULA! Try wonderful formula! I 


But he works that like where it says "pray without ceasing.'' And you can't stop = 
and wash your face or somthing. You gotta keep praying. In fact he quit praying and 
gave his speech when he shouldłve kept on praying and not give his speech. Because 
he was all mixed up and he shouldtwe been praying for the Lord to straighten him 
out, 

No.9. Slide no. 9, 


Mr. Ferguson's Final Baptism Negative page 137 


"Baptize in Jesus' name" There's your verse where the apostles said stuff be- 
cause I've proved by a hundred scriptures, 50 in the Old, 50 in the New(and these 
are categories, but the're all the same and represent scriptures that say the same 
thing.) that "in the name" means "speak the name", SO BAUER TRANSLATED IT 
“BE BAPTIZED OR HAVE ONESELF BAPTIZED WHILE NAMING THE NAME OF 
JESUS’ BUT HE SAID IT'S BAUER AGAINST THE BIBLE AND IN SO SAYING HE 
REFUTED A HUNDRED SCRIPTURES! !!I!!!!!!! THERE'S A HUNDRED SCRIPTURES 
ON THIS SIDE (F. points to one side of the pulpit)15 EMINENT GREEK AND HEBREW 
SCHOLARS, OVER ON THE OTHER SIDE HERE IS MR, LARRY HAFLEY AND NO 
SCRIPTURES and lexiphobia. My Lord have mercy! Now what are we going to take? 
We are faced with the choice here. "Or" gives us a choice. Which are you going to 
have "name" or "authority"? You're going to have Larry Hafley or Mr. Ferguson. 
You can't have both of us? Can they? We can't both be right. It's either me or 
him, You see that word "or'' that messes him up and throws him over? My goodness 
sakes! Here we are on slide 9. What did he say about Bauer's Lexicon? I like that 
joke he's got, He's got good jokes. I've gotta give him credit for that. He does'em 
real good. And his best joke tonight was his affirmative, And the best one he had 
the other day was his affirmative on another topic, ie 


(Mod: Five minutes) 


Slide 10. What did he say about Heitmueller? Heitmueller.. researched into the 
Greek and BAUER MENTIONED HIM ABOUT 11 OR 12 TIME( HE SAID TO SEE 
HEITMUELLER) WHERE HE SAID THAT BAPTISM TOOK PLACE DURING THE 
NAMING OF THE NAME, And he didn't say nothing about that. I don't want to drag 
all this out. Let's go to slide thirteen, We'll leave all this out. I know Mr. Hafley 
will appreciate this leaving out his "Run-over Reference", Bro. Lewis I'll be kind to 
him tonight. Now here's some more Greek scholars. It says, ''The latter sealed the 
candidate....'" Ah let's get..I wanted to leave that one out brother.. (Lewis had 
persisted in leaving the ''Run-over reference" slide on the screen) Get slide 13 
next. Get the next one. (Lewis still had slides about H's reference). .. Next slide.. 


yes! 


"The latter sealed the candidate by invoking the fair name of Jesus over his head! 
There's where it says the latter. sealed the candidate. '' A Greek scholar. Hastings. 
Kittel” “In the name of Jesus Christ means in Greek;'the name of Christ is pronounc- 
ed, invoked.or confessed by the on who baptizes.'' There's your little quibble, what 


Crime maamaai i a raaa 


he's wanting to know about. The Moulton- Turner Grammar says it's a formula. 


Next slide. Just keep feeding them up there. Schaff-Herzog says Acts 2:38 means 
Uthe baptism takes placeswith the utterance of the name of Jesus..." On the other 
hand "in the name'(The Greek is different in Matt. 28:19. The word eis is used, 

What did he say about the difference between "en" and "eis"? He didn't say a thing!!! 
He didn't say not A WOR-R-R-R-R-D about it!!! And it says that may not be a form- 
ula at all but that the "person baptized enters ina relationship of belonging to Cy rist 
or ọf being his property." F, F, Bruce,a great Greek scholar who put the American 
Bible Society Greek Text together said that the name of Jesus "is an acco ‘mpanying 
circumstance (in commenting on the word ''en"') of the baptism. The baptizer named 
it over the person BAPTIZED"! !11! —— 
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And this is what the Bible says! It says, 'The name which was called over you. "! 
in Acts 15:17. (It said) that the gentiles could not even seek the Lord except that 
His name was called over them. WAS CALLED!!!!PASSIVE!1!!!ANOTHER DOES 
IT!!! 1IT Is AN ACTION THAT IS DONE ON SOMEONE BY SOMEONE ELSE!! 11! 
THE NAME WAS CALLED!!!! IT COULD NOT BE CONFESSION, Because that 
would be a funny confession where somebody else calls it. You say, ''I'm going to 
stand up and testify." And somebody else calls the name of Jesus over you, and you 
sit down and don't say anything. And the guy says, "That's a wonderful testimony 
there that you have!"Next slide, 


Slide 15.Cambell had a formula. So they didn't have the no-formula theory to 
start out with, and he's complaining at me cause my brethren didn't have it a few 
years ago, but we have it now. Well his brethren didn't have the no-formula theory. 
YOU KNOW WHEN THEY GOT I[T????? IT'S WHEN ALL OUR DEBATERS SLIPPED 
THE RUGS OUT FROM UNDER THEM ON ALL THEIR OTHER ARGUMENTS AND 
THEY CAME UP WITH THIS NO-FORMULA THEORY BECAUSE (BANG!) THEY 
COULDN'T DEFEND THEIR FORMULA(BANG!) SO THEY JUST THREW IT OUT!!!! 


Number 16.He wouldn't meet Cambell's argument. It says it's your argument. And 
ANY ARGUMENT I MAKE HE'S GOTTA! MEET IT NO MATTER WHO MADE IT BE- 
FORE!!!! And Bale's debating manual says that. It says that if you can, put your 
arguments framed by someone that is a brethren to your opponenti!!! 


And he(Gambell) says, "HOW COMES IT THAT THOUGH ONCE AND ONLY ONCE 
IT'S COMMANDED TO BE BAPTIZED IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER, SON AND 
HOLY SPIRIT?" AND I WANT TO KNOW THAT REASON!!!! (Lewis: one minute) 
One minute! All right it's because of tyrant custom . That's why he uses the words 


he uses, 


And I want to get my slide 19. Let's put that up here cause we already had some: 
of these up here he didn't answer them. We gota slide when your talking about the 
literal name, when he was talking about the name of the church. Then all of a sudden, 
WHOOOOOOPPP!!!!!! He goes to figurative when the're talking about baptism!!! 
They talk out of one side of their mouth and then on the other side of their mouth, 
later on. No. 19 quotes the verses where the apostles said''\Jesus Christ or Lord 
Jesus'' He was wanting them. Well there they are!!!!! He had 'em on his chart! !1! 
He was a puttin' 'em up there for me. Affirming for me" I told you I wouldn't have 
much to do tonight cause he would be affirming for me. Spitting my doctrine out 
there. I showed "in the name" means to speak the name. And they were baptized in 4 
the name of Jesus Christ! = aie 





‘Moderator ‘time 


Well I'll just say that I appreciate being here, and I'm sure Mr. Hafley does too. 
And I thank each and every one of you for your kindness to me. 
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POWER (or authority) are the same thing. The following are all the places in the 
New Testament where OR connects nouns (synoptic parallels omitted), The Read, 


er can decide for himself how. Sound this is, 


This is merely a reprentative ex- 


ample of the way my opponent carelessly frames his arguments, 


MATT.. 
5:17-law OR prophets 
18-jot OR tittle 
36~white OR black 
10:ll-city OR village(B, 462) 
16-house OR city 
37-father OR mother 
Son or daughter 
12:25-city OR house 
n $413:31-tribulation(by pressure) 
OR persecution(by pursuit) 
15:4-father OR mother 
16:14 Jeremias OR one of the 
prophets _ 
17:25-custom duties OR 
poll tax (B, 431, 819) 
children OR Strangers 
18:8-hand OR foot 
“’  [6-one OR two, 2 OR 3 
20-2 OR 3 
19:29-houses OR brethren 
OR sisters or father OR 
mother OR wife Or chil- 
dren OR lands, 
21:25-heaven OR men 
23:'17 gold Or the temple 
W 27:17-Barrabus or Jesus 
MARK 
3:33-mother OR brethren 
4:21-bushel OR bed 
6:56-villages OR cities OR 
fields. . 
13:35-evening OR midnight 
OR cockc rowing 
LUKE 
- &:Z4-turtledoves OR pigeons 
11:11, 12 fish OR egg 
13:15-0x OR ass ` 
14:12-breakfast OR dinner(B. 106) 
JOHN 
2:6-2 OR 3 firkins 
6:19 25 OR 30 
7:17-God OR myself 
7:48~rulers OR pharisees 
9:2-this man OR his parents 


ACTS, 


1:7-times OR seasons YI Tim, @i9go0ld OR 


(one indicates durations, pearls 
the other fixed dates B 5:4 children OR 
395, 896) oO @nphews 
3:12-power OR holiness 192 OR 3 


4:7-power OR name 
4:34-houses OR lands Heb, 10:28 2 QR 3 
5:38-c ounsel OR work Jas. 2:15 bro, OR sig, 
8:34-~himself OR some other man, 4:13- 
9:2-men OR women /teday OR tom, 
17:29-gold OR silver. 
19:12-handkerchiefs OR aprons 
23:9-spirit OR an angel | 
29-death OR bonds 
~28:17-people OR customs 
ROMANS | 
4:13-Abraham OR his seed, 
6:16-disobedience OR obedience 
8:35-tribulation OR distress OR 
famine OR nakedness. ORpe ril OR 
sword. 
14; 13-stumbling block OR temptation(B, 760) 
I Cor. 
2:1-speech OR wisdom 
3:22-life OR death. 4:21 rod OR love 


Titus 3:12 A OR T. 


forehead 


name, 


5:10-covetous OR extortioners OR idglaters OR 


fornicators OR a railerg OR drunark 
?:15-a borther OR a sister | 
8:5-heaven OR earth 
=12:13-jews OR gentiles, bond OR free 
13:l-brass OR cymbal 
14:6-revelation OR knowledge 
7-pipe OR harp 
23-unlearned OR unbelievers 
27.2 OR 3 
15:37 wheat OR some other grain 
H Cor. 13:1-2 OR 3 l 
Gal. 1:8 We ỌR an angel v, 10, men ỌR God 
3:2. works or faith l 
Eph. 5:27 wrinkle OR spot 
+ Phil. 1:20 life OR death 
Col. 2:16 meat:OR drink OR holyday < ıs: 
3:17-word OR deed ASE eee PG aes 
I Thes, 2:19-hope OR Joy OR crown 


rr ms 


/ Rev, 13:16 hand OR 


{vty mark OR 


3:22 Paul OR Appollos. 
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1, Were there any prophets who spoke in the name of the Lord who did not actually 
use the name? Yes No | 

2.Since you say it is necessary to audibly invoke the name of Jesus over a person 

before he can repent in the name of the Lord, is it essential to do the same thing 
overa person before he can believe in the name of the Lord? Yes No 

3. Do you baptize by the authority of Christ? Yes No If so please cite a pass- 
age which shows that you are to baptize by the authority of Christ, will you? 
Passage: ? | 

4. Before David could go against Goliath in the name of the Lord, was it essential 

that someone call the name of the Lord over Him? (I Sam. 17:45) Yes No 

3. Is it possible to sing, pray,etc. in the name of the Lord without having someone 
audibly invoke the name of Jesus over you? Yes No ae ° | 

6. Does I Cor. 6:11 refer to something that is done or to something that is said.-which? 

7.Does Acts 15:17, 22:16'James 2:7 show what must be said over a candidate for 
baptism? Yes No / : 

8..Since you said it was "necessary to pronounce the name of Jesus over the Holy 

Spirit before He could come in Jesus' name" (John $4:26) would you please cite 

the passage that shows that someone called the name over Him? Passage: 

9. When one baptizes another "in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the 
Holy Ghost" (as Jesus said do), and says that is what he is doing, does he per- . 
form a scriptural baptism? Yes No | | 

10. Is there a case in the N, T, where a miracle was performed in the name of Jesus 


Chirst without the name "Jesus" being spoken? Yes No k 


eit 


WHAT IS THE ISSUE? ? 


Mr. Hafley's Slides; Q4,no. 1, la | 





I IT IS NOT: i, THE ISSUE IS: | 


l. Is there one God. +. 1. Do the Scriptures teach that 
2. Are God and Christ one. | there is one or three persons 
3. Is Jesus the fulness of the Godhead bodily. in the Godhead? 


4.Was Jesus God manifest in the flesh. 


Slide no. la 


PASSAGES WHERE THREE ARE MENTIONED: | 


1. Matt. 3:16,17. "Jesus--went up--He saw the Spirit of God descending like a dove-- 
and a voice from heaven saying This is my beloved Son. " 

2. Matt. 28:19. "'~-into the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit. " 

3. John 14:26:"'Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in My (Jesus') name.” . 


~ 














4.John 20:21, 22:Jesus said, ''--My Father hath sent Me.--receive ye the Holy Ghost, '' — 
5. Acts 1:4,5 "Promise of the Father--ye have heard of Me(Jesus)--Ye shall be baptiz- 

ef with the Holy Ghost." ——— | _ | 

6.1LCor.13:14 "Grace of Christ ---love of God-communion of Holy Ghost, '' te a 
7. Eph. 2:18 ''~--Through Him(Christ)---access by one Spirit unto the Father." 








i nn SLIDES USED BY MR, HAFLEY IN DEBATING AND 
Co eas TEACHING ON BOTH TOPICS 


[22 7 a (not all slides are used in the debate. A * indicates Mr. Hafley's pencil note after 


Lae slide was made, ) 
f ar | 


In. John 17:20-22, does Jesus pray that believers may become one person, one 
ndividual? Yes © No 4 | 

ate Does Deuteronomy 19:15 require at least "two men", two separate, distinct per- 

“oe Se" "sons to establish iniquity against another? Yes No 

z a 3 R Didi Jesus use Deut, 19:15 to refer to two pe rsons in John 8:16-18? Yes No 








rea O ounner 


` 4, In Hebrews 5:4,5, did Aaron make himself to be an high priest? Yes “No 
. 5. Was Christ made high priest "as was Aaron"? Yes No —~ ee 
6, Would you please define or explain the terms "flesh", "person" and "son" with 
réspect to Christ? - © 
T. Who was left on the cross after Jesus said, ''My God, my God why hast thou for- 
saken me? '(Matt, 27:46) Was it the Father? The Son? 
8. Who is the "thou" and who is the ''me" in Heb. 10:5? 


l. Could one person make two or three visits to an offended brother and thereby 
obey what the Lord said in Matt, 18:16? Yes No 
2.Does Deut. 19:15 teach that one witness shall be enough to establish iniquity a- 
gainst another? Yes No 
3, Did another person make ‘Aaron to be an high priest? Yes No 
4. Did another person make Christ to be an high priest? Yes. No : 
5. Did the same person that made Aaron an high priest also make Christ to be an 
E high priest? Yes No 
_. §. Who is ‘the "bedy'" in Heb. 10:5? 
| 7, In Acts 2:27, who is "my" and who is the “holy one''? 
‘8.Is the son "theflesh and blood body of Jesus Christ"? Yes No 
9, Are believers one "even as' God and Christ are one ? = — 





1,Do you baptize "into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit! 
© as Jesus said do? Yes No 
2, Is. it wrong to say what you do? Yes No | 

i 3-Who is to speak the formula in baptism, the baptizer or the one being baptized? 
0C 4, For a person to repent in the name. of Christ (Acts 2:38), must the name of Jesus 
_»  be'audibly invoked"! over him? = | 

| 5. Does the term "name" in Acts 4:12 refer to the literal name "Jesus! or does it 
Rees refer to "power! or authority? | | 
_ 6. Does Matt. 28:19 show what is to be done ov what is to be said in Baptism? 

. Te Are the commands in Acts 2:38 and 10:48 directed to candidates for Baptism? 
oot Yes No oe 








menep 
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8. Hears-John 16:13 
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slide la(cont. ) 


8. Acts 10:38 ''--God annointed Jesus with the Holy Ghost," 
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9.J Peter 1:2 ''~~Foreknowledge of God--Sanctification of the Spirit--~-Sprinkling of 


_ the blood of Jesus Christ," 
(SLIDE NO, 2 | 
THE FATHER © 


3. Knows-Mark 13:32 
4. Works-John 5:17 


l. Wills-Matt. 7:21 
2. Has business- Luke 2:49 


5. Loves-John 3:16 
6. Speaks -Matt. 3:17 


7.Sees~Matt 6:6 


| SLIDE NO, 3] 


THE SON 
3, Loves-Eph, 5:2, 25 


4, Works-John 5:17;14:12 
5. Commands-John 15:17 


| SLIDE NO, 4 | 


THE HOLY SPIRIT 


1. Wills-Matt. 8:3 (*not sane as 
Father on John 6:38, Rom. 15:3) 
2, Suffered-I Peter 2:21 


9. Leads~Matt. 4:1, Acts 16:6,7 
2,Calls-~Acts 13:2 10. Commands-~Acts 13:2;16:6, 7 
3. Testifies-John 15:26 11. Wills- I Cor. 12:11 

4, Teaches-John 14:26;Neh. 9:20 12. Justifies-I Cor. 6:11 

5. Reminds-John 14:26 13. Decides-Acts 15:28 

6. Guides-John 16:13 14. Forbids-Acts 16:7 
7.Shows-John 16:13 15. Knows-I Cor, 2:11 

16. Loves-Rom, 15:30 


|SLIDE NO, 5] 


DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN GOD THE FATHER 
| AND GOD THE SON: 


1. Speaks-I Tim 4:1, Acts 13:2 





6. Grief-John 11:35 
7. Anger-~Mark 3:5 


17. Can be despised- 
(Heb. 10:29) 


_ 18. Can be blasphem- 


ed (Matt. 12:31) 
19. Can be resisted. 
(Acts 7:51) 
20. Can be lied to- 
(Acts 5:3) 
21. Glorifies(John 
~ 16:14) 

22, Reproves 
(John 16:8) 
23.Is God (Acts 5: 

3, 4,9 


1, Headship-- "But I would have you to know that the head of every man is Christ and 
the head of the woman is man; and the head of Christ is God. " (I Cor. 11:3) 


2. Greater-- "I go unto the Father:for my Father is greater tha 


n I" (John 14:28) 


3. Knowledge "But of that day and hour knoweth no man, no not the angels which are 


in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father." (Mark 13:32) 


4. Will--"For I came down from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of Him 


that sent me." (John 6:38) 


r 
i 
4 
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5. Mediator.--''For there is one God and one mediator between God and man, the man 
Christ Jesus." (I Tim. 2:5) | 

6, Advocate--'"'And if any man Sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ 
“the righteous." (I John 2:1) | 

7. Subjection-~""And whem all things shall be subdued unto Him, the shall the Son 
“Himself be subject unto Him that put all things under Him, that God may be all 
in all. " (I Cor. 15:28) : 

8., Judge ment- -'The Father judgeth no man, but hath committed all judgment unto the 
Son. '' (John 5:22) | 

9,Doctrine-- "My doctrine is not mine, but His that sent me." (John 7:16) 


SLIDE NO. 6] 


Go tjeg May da To ie JESUS CHRIST IS NOT GOD THE FATHER 
l1. Jesus denied that He was identical with the Father: 
a. John 5:30"I can of mine own self do nothing, " 
b. John 5:30 "I seek not mine Owa will, but the will of the Father which hath sent 
me.''( see Rom. 15:3) 
c. John 5:43 "I am come in my Father's name, " 
d. John 8:28 "I do nothing of myself." 
e. John 8:42 "Neither came I of myself. "' 
f, John 12:49"I have not spoken of myself, '' 
g. John 14:10 "I speak not of myself, '' 
h. John 14:24 "The word which ye hear is not mine." 
i, John 15:24 "If I had done among them the works which none other man did, they 
had not sin:but now have they both seen and hated BOTH me and My Father," 


2.Other proofs that Jesus Christ is not God the Father. 
a. No man hath seen God at anytime-John 1:18 
b. Men have seen Jesus Christ-John 1:14,18;I Cor. 15:3-8 
c. Hence, Jesus is not God the Father. 


Sar A gr 





a. The Father knew of that day and that hour-Mark 13:32 
b. The Son did not know-Mark 13:32 
c. Therefore, Jesus is not God the Father 


_a.God the Father hath not flesh and bones-John 4:24;Luke 24:39 


b. Jesus Christ had flesh and bones ~Luke 24:39 
c. Thus, Jesus Christ is not God the Father 


SLIDE NO. 8 


PROOFS JESUS CHRIST IS NOT THE HOLY SPIRIT 


l. Those of the world could not see the Spirit. (John 14:17) 


armand mee = ie, 




















Mie iga 


A 


Mr. Hafley's Slides, 8,9,10,11 ^ page 143 


2. Those of the world could see Jesus. (John 14:19) 
3.Hence, Jesus Christ is not the Holy Spirit. 


1. Blasphemy against Holy Spirit not forgiven. Matt, 12:32 
2..Blasphemy against the Son forgiven, Matt. 12:32 


3.Therefore, Jesus is not the Holy Spirit. 


1, The Holy Spirit hath not flesh and bones. (Luke24:39) 
¢.Jesus Christ had flesh and bones, (Luke 24:39) 
3. Therefore, Jesus is not the Holy Spirit. 


1.God annointed Jesus with the Holy Spirit. (Acts 10:38) 
2. Jesus is bbviously not the Holy Spirit. ae, 


*After one sacrifice’: for sins forever, Jesus sat down on right hand of God. (Heb. 10:12) 
''Whereof"' (of the sacrifice) the Holy Ghost also is a witness to us..." (Heb. 10:15) 


SLIDE NO. 9 


MISQUOTATIONS FOR JESUS ONLY PEOPLE 


1, John 3:16 "God so loved the World that He gave His only begotten self, '' 
2. Matt. 16:16--" Thou art the Christ, the Son of thyself." 

3. Matt. 2:15---"Out of Egypt have I called myself, T l 

4, Heb, 1:5--"I will be to me a Father, and I shali be to me a Son." 

3. Heb, 1:5--" Thou art my Son, This day have I begotten me," 

6. John 6:57--"As the living Father hath sent Himself, ~~ 


[SLIDE NO. 10) 


GOD AND CHRIST ARE ONE, BUT NOT ONE PERSON. THEY ARE ONE IN: 


1. Work-John 4:34 5. Love Jn. 14:23,15:9 9, Will, Jn. 6:38 
2. Creation-Eph, 3:9 / © "6. Protection-Jn. 10:27-30 10, Judgment-Jn. 5:22 
3. Word-John 12:49 |e 7,Witness-Jn. 8:18 ~~ © : 7 


4. Name(authority)Jn 5:43 8. Doctrine-Jn. 7:16 


ALL'THINGS ARE OF GOD, BUT BY JESUS CHRIST (I Cor. 8:6) 


1. Eph. 3:9 "All things created of God by Christ 

2.II Cor. 5:18-Reconciled of God by Christ. 

3. Gal. 4:4, 5-Redemption i s of God by Christ 

4. John 3:16,17-Slavation is of God by Christ 

5. Rom. 5:1-Peace is of God by Jesus Christ, 

6.1 Cor, 15:24-28-Gov't is of God by Jesus Christ 

?. John 10:27-30-Protection of God by Christ. i 

8. John 5:22;30-Judgment of God by Christ (Rom. 2:16) 





inanan aaa aas aa a 
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Slide 11 (cont.) 


Note: Opponent cannot believe that All things are of God, but done by Jesus 
Christ, because he does not recognize two persons. 


A MATMEMATICAL DEMONSTRATION (EPH, 4:4-6) 


One Body 

One Spirit One Spirit 

One Hope 

One Lord | One Lord 

One. Faith 

One Baptism. | 

One Father : | One Father 

7 units 3 Units 

WHAT IS THE ISSUE? 

LIT IS NOT: — _ IL, THE ISSUE Is: F 
1. Are we baptized in Jesus' name _ | 1. Must we pronounce the name of 
2. Should we baptize in Jesus' name _ Jesus or Lord Jesus over a 
3. Were people batized in Jesus' name ` baptismal candidate ? 


4, May Jesus' name be pronounced 


HERE IS WHAT WAS DONE, BUT WHAT WAS SAID? ; . 

l. Acts 2:38-41 "a. Be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ--then they 4 
that gladly--were baptized..." / 

2, Acts 8:12-16 ‘'~-only they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus,' 





3. Acts 8:38 "and he baptized him," (Eunich) WHAT 
4. Acts 9:18 "nand was baptized. " (Paul) ` 

5.Acts 16:15 "2 Lang when she was baptized. . e" (Lydia) “WAS 
6. Acts 16:33 "2. and was baptized, he and all his. . "(Phil, jailor) i 

7. Acts 18:8 ",,. and were baptized., (Corinthians) SAID? 


8. Acts 19:5 ",, baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus" (Ephesians) 


NOTE: My Opponent goes beyond what is written! 





SOME THINGS WE MUST DO IN THE NAME OF THE LORD JESUS 


Col, 3:17-"Whatsoever ye do in word or in deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jesus., 


tr 

















| 
| 
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slide 1 6(cont. ) 





l; „Must sing ''in the name of the Lord Jesus." Col. 3:16 Must we say a formula each 
time we sing? i . 
2. Must pray ''in the name of the Lord Jesus”! I Tim. 2:8 
ve Must we say a formula each time we pray? 
3. Must repent ‘in the name of the Lord Jesus." Acts 2:38 
Must we say a formula each time we repent? 
4. Must visit the fatherless and widows in their affliction "in the name of the Lord 
Jesus"? James 1:27 Must we say a formula each time we visit? 
 5.-Must pay taxes "in the name of the Lord Jesus.'' Rom, 13:7,8 Must we say a 
; formula each time we pay taxes? 
6. We must speak "in the name of the Lord Jesus" ?(Jas. 2: 12) 
.-Must we say a formula each time we speak? 
7. We must be baptized "in the name of the Lord Jesus, " Acts 2:38 
-Must baptizer say a formula when baptizing? 
8. Must "assemble" "in the name of the Lord Jesus" Matt. 18:20: HRs. 10:25 
n Must we say a formula each time we assemble? 


Col, 3:17 "Relying or resting on = name of Christ, rooted (so to speak) in His name, 


i.e, Mindtul Gi Christ.. 
SLIDE NQ. 17 


| MIRACLES PERTORMED "IN THE NAME OF JESUS" WITHOUT SA ING. HIS NAME: 





l, AVARA Acts 13:10,11 = 2,.Läme Man Acts 14:10 3, Viper on Paųl Acts 28 


Note: Taking up serpents done in Jesus' name (Mk 16: 17,18) ye: His name was not 
"orally pronounced, "` | 


CONCLUSION: One may act in the name of Jesus without Saying anything! 


SLIDE NO, 18) 


"In the year 1914 came the revelation on the name of the Lord Jesus Christ. The piv- 
otal doctrines of the absolute deity of Jesus Christ and baptism in Hig name because 
tenets of faith. God marvelously confirmed our message as the gospel was preached 
in its fulness, The power which was hidden in the name of Jesus began to be revealed! 
(Forward of the UNITED PENTECOSTAL CHURCH MANUAL, pages 9,10) 


{SLIDE NO, 23] 
Note: | 


1. Baptism in the näme of Jesus Christ "became" a tenet of faith... in 1914. 
BUT: The faith was once delivered unto the saints. (Jude 3, Il Pet, 1:3, Gal. 1:8, 9) 
."God marvelously confirmed our message" BUT: The gospel spoken first by the 
Lord was confirmed" i in the first century!! (Heb. 2:3) 
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Slide 23 (cont, ) | 


3. UThe power which was. hidden in the name of Jesus began to be revealed." 
BUT!The apostles were promised "all truth" Jn 16:13 Peter said they had it all! 
II Peter 1:3 Hence, 1914 doctrine pertains to death and ungôdliness! |! 


(SLIDE No. 24) 


(*Noun is a name of person, place or thing) eee ee ke E. p 
JOHN 19:19 "And Pilate wrote a title, and put it on the cross, And the writing was, 
Jesus of Nazareth the king of the Jews." | | | 


WEBSTER: NAME: "title" WEBSTER:TITLE: "A descriptive name" 


(*Rev. 19:16 King of kings and Lord of lords called a namé, Isa. 9:6 "name called 


wonderful, counsellor, etc. 1) 7 


MANIFEST ( "to make known") 


Jesus was "God with us" (Mt. 1:23 
Jesus was "God... manifest in the flesh" (I Tim. 3;16)(#'rec'd up into glory whorec'd 
No one denies that Jesus manifested Deity! | Him?Dan 7:13) 
(*1.God manifested in burning bush, but burning bush not God-say amen 
_2,God the Father manifest in Christ, but Christ wasn't father) 
BUT: | aw } 
"~~ i)Jesus was Deity and was with Deity (Jn 1:1) _ | | | 
2)Jesus manifest "glory as of the only begotten of the Father" (Jn 1:14) 
Note: Manifest does not mean identity. 
~ a, John manifest Jesus-Was he Jesus ?(Jn 1:31) | a 
b. Paul manifest the mystery of Christ-Was he the mystery. (Col. 4:3, 4) 


-TWO NATURES 


"The Son i$ the flesh or humanity. The Father is the great eternal Spirit who indwelt 
the Son...” nat two persons but two natures~human and Divine-Son and Father,,," 
(IS JESUS IN THE GODHEAD OR IS THE GODHEAD IN JESUS ?'G@rdon MkGee, p, 13) 


"Father (Divine nature), into thy hands I (human nature) commend my spirit." 
(Lk. 23:46) ee | Har 
If 'Father''= Divine nature and "'I''= Son or human nature, what is my spirit? 


"A body ("'son" or flesh) hast thou (Father) prepared me, (Heh, 10:5) 
If "body" is the Son and "thou is the Father, who is the "me? o 
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SLIDE. NO, 58 


GOD AND MAN 


genuinely God as He was genuinely man, !' 
EK GODHEAD IN JESUS? Gordon McGee, p. 4 


GREED! (Heb. 2:14-18;Phil, 2:5-11) 


BUT:..Does the fact that Jesus was completely man mean that He was the only person 
` -in the manhood? | 


RUE, Jesus was ''genuinely God" so opponent concludes He was the only person in. 
“the Godhead. | 


that be true, then because He was "genuinely man" does opponent think H 
-the only person in the manhood? IF NOT WHY NOT???2? 


SLIDE NO, 59 


_ JESUS IS GOD 


e was 


S,Jesus is Deity, God BUT, He is not the only person in the Deity or Godhead 
'The Word was with God and the Word was God.'"'(Jn 1:1) 

"And the Word was made flesh (God or Deity manifest in the flesh I Tim. 3:16)... 
“and we beheld His glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the father!'Jn 1:14 

3)" But unto the Son He (the Father, v.5) saith » thy th rone, O God, is forever''(Heb. 1:8) 


OTE: The Father, the Son, are one, one Deity, but not one person. 


(SLIDE NO. 60 
ONE DEITY----ONE HUMANITY 


re is only one humanity (Acts 17:26;I Cor. 15:39) BUT not one person, 

There is only one Deity, one God (Isa. 44:24;Eph. 4:6) BUT not one person. 
us wasa man, fully man (I Tim. 2:5;Heb. 2:9;14-18) 

esus was Deity (Col, 2:9) : 


was not the only person in humanity, though c omplete man, 
KEWISE: He was not the only person in the Deity, though complete deity. 


2 WIENESSES 





ae for Iam not alone, but I and the Father that sent me, It is also written in your law 
at the testimony of two men is true, Iam one that bear witness of myself, and the 
ther that sent me beareth witness of me." (Jn. 8:16-18) 


1)Jesus quote, referred to a passage that required two persons (cf. Deut 19:15) 
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Slide 61(cont. ) 


and He applied it unto Himself and the Father that sent Him. 
2)If this does not refer to two persons, then Jesus misapplied Scripture, 


(*Jn 5:32, 37-"another" witness the Father, Himself) 


(SLIDE NO. 62] 


II CORINTHIANS 13:1 
OPPONENT SAYS ONE MAN MAY BE "TWO OR THREE WITNESSES": 
REPLY: 


1)Suppose this was true~-still would not disprove Jn. 8:16-18! 

2)I1 Cor. 13:1 does not show one man was two or three witnesses. He would still be 
one witness with two or three incidents or occasions. Compare: Deut. 19:15, 

3)In"Matt. 18:16, one does not have to take "two or three witnesses!’--according to 
opponent, all he need to do is go see the tresspassing brother two or three times 
and this will qualify as two or three witnesses, 


[SLIDE NO. 64 


I Tim. 2:5 





"For there is one God, and one mediator between God and men, ‘the man Christ Jesus’! 
(*counter-Heb, 10:19,20 ans, Isa. 53:10, Heb. 10:15, Heb. 10:5) 


"MEDIATOR" 3) 
1) "One who mediates between two parties with a view to producing peace" (Vine, 
2) "One who intervenes between two! (Thayer, p. 401) “> ' 

(*If only mediator is flesh who is mediator now-see IJohn 2;1) 


NOTE; Gal. 3:20-A mediator is not a mediator of one -He goes between at least two 

parties. l ! E 
Christ is not the sum total of humanity though He was complete man; neither is He 
the sum total of Deity though He was also Divine. 


FSLIDE NO, 65 


| GAL, 3:20 
Opponent uses "God is one" to mean "God is one person" 
REPLY: J 


1)Gen. 11:6-"The people is one"! means they are one person? 


Vol. Ill. p. 54) 
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)Paul and Apollos "are one" (I Cor. 3:8) means they are one person? 


No, neither passage means. one person and opponent agrees, yet when he reads | 
"God is one", he automatically thinks it means one person- ~but if it is one per- 
on in Gal. 3:20, , why not in Gen, 11:6;I Cor. 3:8? 


"Jesus Christ, and God the Father" (Gal. 1:1) "God the Father; and... our Lord 
Jesus" (Gal.q:) "It pleased God..to reveal His Son" (Gal. 1: ) "God sent forth 
-His Son. " (Gal. 4:4) 


SLIDE NO. 66j 
HEB. 5:1-10 


ind no man taketh this. honour (being made a high priest) unto himself, but he that 
s-called of God, as was Aaron. So also Christ glorified not Himself to be made an 
gh priest." (Heb. 5:4, 5). 


1)No man makes himself High peice (v. 4). 
-2)God made men high priest, as Aaron (v. 4) 
3) “SO ALSO (IN LIKE MANNER) 
Christ glorified not Himself to be made an high priest, ' a a 
a. Who glorified Him if He "glorified not Himself" es Jn 17:5)? ) 
bv Ie. He glorified Himself, Hebrew writer erred, misapplied Scripture and 
his so also" is not true |! 
Jd. Aaron, high priest, called of God, two two persons, 
2. "So also Christ glorified not Himself... Thou art my son...Called of 


God" (Heb. 5:5, 10) 


| SLIDE NO, 67. 


'God made... Jesus; .. Lord" (Ax -Mt 28:18; ;Eph. $ 22, 23;Phil. 2:9, 10;1 Cor15: 
The Lord said unta: my Lord." (ea 110:1) | | — «27,28. 
'The Lord and His anointed" (Ps. 2:2) 

The Lord ...said unto me, thou art my Son" (Ps, 2:7) © 

'The Lord ladi on Him the iniquity of us all" (Isa. 53:6) 

Jeity, God God is Lord-Jesus is Rey Jesus is Lord ( I Cor. 8:6) 


Be a SLIDE NO, 65] 


GLORY 





"And we babeta His E the glory as of the only begotten ofthe Father. '(Jn. 1:14) 
Glorify thou me with thine own: self with the glory which I had with thee before the 
=- world was." (John 17:5) 

"For He received from God the Father lonou and glory" (IPet. 1: 17) | 

"When He cometh in the glory of His father" (Mk. 8:38) (*I Pet.1:21 God gave Him: 
glory: John 17:21 "and the glory which thou 10u gavest me," ) 
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LDE NOTI | Ee 


OPPONENT: DID YOU COME HERE IN THE NAME OF THE LORD? | | 


page 150 


Opponent: Jesus came in His Father's name, hence Father's name is Jesus. So, i 
if opponent came here in the name of the Lord, then the Lord's name is pes 


opponent's name. a 
If opponent did not come in the name of the Lor d, He is a fse teacher. 

Example: David opposed Goliath "in the name of the Lord" but the Lord's name was | 
not David (I Sam. 17:45 see alsọ I Sam 25:9) i. Pa E 


EEDE nom) 


PLURAL MAY BE ONE 


"That ye may with one mind and one mouth glorify God, even the Father of our Lord 
Jesus Christ''(Rom. 15:6) Yee oe 
1)''saints, '' more than one person, with one mind and one mouth glorified God. 


2)Plurality of persons may act as one (Rom, 15:6;cf. Phil. 1:27) 


3)Plurality of persons may be one: a y 
a.''The people is one'(Gen. 11:6) b.'Disciples''are one (John 17:21,22) ` 
c: Paul and Apollos "are one " (I Cor. 3:6,7) d. Husband and wife are one (Eph. 5:31) 


VOICE AND PRESENCE 


"And they heard the voice of the Lord God..and Adam and his wife hid themselves 
from the presence of the Lord God." (Gen. 3:8) ,  * 


-Godg''s voice indicates God's presence. 
On the Mt. Of trarfiguration-God's voice indicated God's presence (Mt. 17:5;II Pet. 
os 7 1:17) 
-Direct parallel at baptism of Jesus! "voice" shows Father's presence (Mt. 3:17) 
Jesus in the water. Holy Spirit in bodily shape lie a dove. (Lk: 3:22) : 


SLIDE NO, 76 | 


OPPONENT'S PROPOSITION-- WHAT HE IS TỌ SHOW 





"The Scriptures teach that the formula used in the New Testament baptisms con- 
tained the name of Jesus audibly invoked over the candidate and this therefore is one 
of the essentials of Christian baptism. " P in i oa 

(*Has opponent cited a passage that is a case of NT baptism? If not, then passage 
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(SLIDE No. 77] 


WHAT WAS SAID? ? 
WE ALL AGREE: THEY WERE BAPTIZED IN JESUS' NAME! 
WE ALL AGREE: ALL MEN SHOULD BE BAPTIZED IN JESUS' NAME! 


BUT: 


1)What verse shows what was said ? They were baptized in Jesus' name--. 
That is what was done, but what was said ? 


2)What verse shows us what to say? We know what to do, but what verse tells us 


= what to say? 
[SLIDE NO. 78) 


NAME POWER 


"By what power, or by what name" (Acts 4:7)? By what authority, power or name? 
f (Mt. 21:23;Acts 4:7) 
ANSWER: "By the name (power, authority) of Jesu Christ" (Acts 4:10) 


‘Neither is there salvation in any other" for there is none other name (power, auth- 
ority) under heaven given among men whereby we must be saved." (Acts 4:12) 





[SLIDE NO, 79} 





_ ISAIAH 42:1-3 AND MATTHEW 12:17-21 


l)Jesus identified as "my servant! (Isa, 42:1;Mt. 12:18) | 
2)Isa. 42:2aMt. 12:19" 3)Isa 42:32 Mt. 12:20 4)Isa 42:4=Mt, 12:21 
Only a portion of Isa. 42:4 is quoted. 


Isa, 42:4:''And the isles shall wait for His law. ! 
Mt. 12:21: "And in His name shall the gentiles trust," 


fmt. 12:21 is an inspired commentary of ''and the isles shall wait for His law" 
HENCE: To wait for His law, to look to His authority, is to trust in His name. 
Not a literal name, but in His. authors ty, His law, or name. 


(s LIDE NO, 80} 


OPPONENT , DID YOU COME HERE IN THE NAME OF: THE LORD? 


Opponent says to be baptized in the name of the Lord means the name ''Jesus" must 
be pronounced. | 

Thus, if opponent came here in the name of the Lord, then the name "Jesus" was 

~ Called over him. 
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Which one of opponent's brethren called the name of Jesus over him? 


If no one did so, then according to his logic he is rot here in the name of thẹ Lord, 


SLIDE NO, 81 


HOLY SPIRIT IN JESUS' NAME... . 


l. Holy Spirit sent in Jesus' name (Jn. 14:26) | 
2.50, when Spirit came, He came in Jesus' name (Acts 2:4) 
3. Yet: Holy Spirit was not called 'Jesus" (Acts 2:4, 33, 38) 


CONCLUSION: To come in Jesus' name does not mean to wear or use His name. 
QUESTION: Was it necessary to pronounce Jesus' name over the Holy Spirit before 


— SS 5 
He could come in Jesus! name ? 


SLIDE NO, 82 
IN HIS NAME DEFINED 
oe DET NED- 


l, Acts 2;38; 
a. "In" from "epi" meaning "upon" 
b. Thayer: | oe i 
"To do anything... relying upon the name i.e. the authority of anyone. 


'Baptizesth ai epi to on. Christou, so as to re pose your hope and confidence in 


messianic authority, Acts 2:38, " | | 
"To do anything upon the name of Christ, His name being introduced, appeal 
being made to His authority and command, "' x 


2. Acts 8:16 19:5: a."In" from "eis" meaning "into" ‘ b. Matt. 28:19 
SLIDE NO, 83 | 
IN HIS NAME. DEFINED, PART Il 


3, Acts 10:48: a."in'' from "en" 7 
- b. THAYER: " To do a thing en enomati tinos, i, e.by one's command 


and authority, acting on His behalf, promoting His cause. ''p. 447. 


SLIDE NO, 84 


NAME POLLUTION! 
ge 
"But ye turned and polluted my name"' (Jer, 34:16) | 


HOW? 





y 


They rejected God's authority; they rebelled against His will, | 


\ ‘ 
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a.''¥Ye have not hearkened unto me" (Jer. 34:17) 
b."Transgressed my covenant..,have not performed my words" (Jer. 34:18) 


CONCLUSION: To pollute His name is to refect His authority. 





LIKEWISE: To do a thing in His name is to act by His authority. 


SLIDE NO, 85B 


ACTS 15:17 








1. Not a case of NT water baptism. 2)It says "upon whom" NOT "over whom" 


3)It shows what God. did(v. 17) NOT what an administrator of water baptism said. 
4)It shows that gentiles are now acceptable in the "tabernacle of David." 


As prohectegi (Amos 9:11, 12;Isa, 42:4;Mt. 12:21), gentiles are called--Mk, 16:15;Mt. 


28:19;Acts 10:34, 35, 


[SLIDE NO, 85C] 


JAMES 2:7 





"Do not they blaspheme that worthy name by the which ye are called?" 
James 2:7 DOES NOT MEĘNTION:' 


1)Bap:tism 2)An administrator 3)What must be said. 


James 2:7 mentions a name by which "brethren" (James 2:1,5) "are called" BUT 
1)Baptism is for the unsaved, the unforgiven(Acts 2:38;22:16;1 Pet. 3:21) 
2)Opponent's doctrine makes Jas.2:7 read:"Do not they blaspheme that worthy 

name which was called over you?" | 

"Brethren" Yare called" "Christians" (Acts 11:26;26:28;I Pet. 4:16) 

OPPONENT, What is called over the unsaved? 


SLIDE NO, 86 


ACTS 22:16 





"Arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord" 


OPPONENT SA YS: Calling on the name means having the name invoked over you. 


REPLY: 

ly Command here is for Saul to do the calling, not Ananias! 

2)Opponent: believes administrator is to do the calling. 

3)But this reverses that-so even if opponent is right he is wrong. 

4)Opponent, should one being baptized call | the name instead of administrator? 
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(SLIDE NO, 87a] 


I CORINTHIANS 6:11-A 





IF OPPONENT ANSWERS: | ei o #8 - 
~ I)Something done , he is right (Eph. 5:20) but this destroys his use of Acts 2:38, 
8:16;10:48:19:5, a z 
2)Something said, he is wrong (Eph. 5:20) na 
3)BOTH, he is partly right and partly wrong (Eph. 5:26), and he will thus admit that 
what is done is also included in Acts 2:38, 8:16;10:48 and 19:5, | 


| FURTHER, if he says both, he can show Scripture for it being something that is done. 


(Eph. 5:26) NOW we DEMAND; Yea, we insist that he cite book, chapter, and verse 
that shows it has reference to what is said! | ; ae a $ E Nad 





SLIDE NO. 88 | 
PARALLELS OF MT, 28:19 


OPPONENT SAYS: Rev. 1:5=Mt. 28:19 "Jesus Christ, who is the faithful witness 
and the first begotten from the dead, and the prince of the kings of the earth." 


OPPONENT ASKS: Does this mean three persons? Then parallels it with Mt. 28:19. 
BUT: Se lan eS 
To be parallel with Rev. 1:5, Mt. 28:19 should read: "Jesus Christ, who is the Father, 
and the Son, and the Holy Spirit". It does not say that--hence opponent's parallel 
i fails!! 


REV, 1:1 -''The revelation of .., Christ, which God gave unto Him." 
Rev. 1:6-'"'(He, Christ)unto God and His Father.) 2 2 229° m 





PARALLELS OF MATT, 28:19. °° 


OPPONENT SAYS: Rev. 1:17=Mt. 28:19 "I am the first and the last" Opponent parallels 
~~ this with:"into the name of the Father, and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit" Mt. 28: 
| fe 3 Ta «T9 
HE SAYS: "The first and the last"= one person, and so does "the Father, Son and 
~ the Holy Spirit." en 7 pee ae | : 
BUT: To be parallel with Rev.1:17, Mat. 28:19 should read, "I am the Father, the 
Son and the Holy Spirit. '' It does not say that--so, opponent's parallel fails! ` 
| (Cf. Rev. 1:1, 6) . | 


[SLIDE No, 8} 


HEB410:5 









"A body hast thou prepared me" 


"THOU" i BODY "ME" 


T S Who is the "thou!!! ? Who is the "met!? 


FO ee re ees 
BT Werte tae te eg 








“SO eI SE 
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| SLIDE NO. 90 


OPPONENT'S IRRELEVANT VERSES | 


Opponent cites passages not relevant, not pertinent, to proposition. 
Opponent is to show what was said over candidates for NT baptism 


BUT 


He cites a passage which"! 
1)Does not mentioncbaptism. 2)Does not mention a candidate for baptism 


3)Does not mention an administrator of baptism ` a a 


4)Does not mention mention what was said, spoken, or pronounced over anyone. 





SPIRIT -Heaven---~-FLESH=Earth. 
Opponent says at same time God was flesh on earth, He was Spirit in heaven. 


REPLY: 
1)Paul Spoke of Christ that "liveth in me" (Gal. 2:20), and of Christ in Keates | 
(Phil. 3:20, 21;I1 Thes, 1:7) Are Paul and Christ one person? Flesh on earth--Spirit 
in heaven? 
Z2)At Jesus' baptism wipo what) descended on Jesus? 
a. Flesh in water 
b, Spirit in heaven speaking--This is. one person according to opponent. 
c.S0, who descended and remained on Jesus" It could not be flesh or Spirit 
according to opponent, See Matt. 3:16;Lk 3:22;Jn 1:31, 33. 


SLIDE NO, 93 


| ‘OPPONENT'S OFFER 
Opponent makes a generous offer if I can find where anyone was ever baptized in the 
name of the Father and of the Son, ard of the Holy Spirit. 
1. He thus indicates that there is no authority to baptize anyone in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son afd of the Holy Spirit---YET: 
In answer to the question, oo? 
"Do you baptize ‘into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Spirit'as. Jesus said do? 
Sana He replied, "YES", 


Opponent says. he does it, so I have found a man who says he does what the Lord 
said do! 


2. Opponent, I will make you the same offer. Show where (in the Bible) the admin- 
istrator said a formula. 
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sais 
sa 


ACTS 2:27 


"Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy 
One to see corruption, " 
1)Jesus' body, flesh, in the tomb (Jn. 19: 42) 
2)Jesus' soul in Hades (Acts 2:27) | | 
3)YET He (Cbiian) said: "thou wilt not lève my jouti in Hell" 


OPPONENT: Who was ''thou'' to whom Christ spoke? 


ISLIDE NO, 96 
WHAT IS SAID (audibly) NOT NECESSARILY IMPORTANT, 


1)Miracles were performed inithe name of Jesus (Mk. 16:18) 
a)Sometimes what was done was said (Acts 3:6) 
b)Sometimes Jesus name was not said. 
l. Acts 11:27-30 2. See chart #17 
2)CONCLUSION lt is not necessarily important that one say what he is doing. 
--Compare to Baptism! ! 


SLIDE NO, 96a 


NOT NECESSARILY IMPORTANT 


Opponent. conceded last night: 
1. One can obey Mt.28:19 2. One can pee Mt. 28:19 as he does it. 3. One can say in 
the name of Jesus, 


THUS: Opponent has conceded what is said is not necessarily important! 


MY THANKS TO OPPONENT!!! 


SLIDE NO, 96b. 


MY OPPONENT CAPITULATES 


My Position: 'The Scriptures teach that water baptism is to be performed in the 
name of the Lord Jesus Christ, but that what is audibly spoken over the candi- 
date is not RECessarity. important. : 
Affirms Larry Ray Haviey 
Denies ?) | 


I, With part one opponent agrees; "Baptism is to be performed in the name of the 
Lord Jesus Christ, "' 
Il, With part two opponent now agrees; Opponent said: 


1. One can obey Mt. 28:19 


seer’, 

















pe 
Se re ir eer 


ante, 
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(no. 96b, cont. ) 


2,One can say Mat. 28:19 as he does it. 
3,One can say in the name of Jesus. 


SO _,MY OPPONENT CAPITULATES!!! 11! | 


SLIDE NO. 97 


OPPONENT'S CONCESSIONS AND BLUNDERS 





OPPONENT HAS SAID! 


1 )One being baptized could say formula--blunder-- se¢ proposition-note practice. 





2)He baptizes "into. , Father,..,Son...H.S, (Mt. 28:19) 


-Concession and blunder; He represents churches but contradicts their doctine. 





Te (see Vouga, p. 18) 


3)He can say Mt. 28:19 over a candidate~-same as above. 


4)Acts 4:12 means the literal name - -blunder- see chart #78, also note his "cult" 
: E charge, 
5)HolyiSpirit will come when Jesus' name called~-blunder:Acts:il9: 13-1 6; Mt. 7:22, 23, 


6)Name of Jesus must be audibly invoked over one as he repents- -blunder:Contradicts 


Bible and his practice. 
7)Acts 2:38;10:48 addressed to candidates--Blunder: | 
Contradicts his doctrine and practice. 
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PART TWO OF APPENDIX 
rr iret rarer ne 


SLIDES PASSED OUT BY MR, FERGUSON ON THE FINAL NIGHT 
OF THE DEBATE. | 





{SLIDE NO. 1 





THE ISSUE IS NOT: 


1. Whether three are mentioned. 2. Whether the Father, Son and Holy Ghost is a 
person, ‘3, Whether there are some distinctions between Father, Sen and HG. 


THE ISSUE IS: | 
PERSONS IN THE GODHEAD 


Where is it in the Godhead? 2??? 


(also called la) 





NINE OUT OF 40 verses WHERE"THREE ARE MENTIONED" REFERRING TO 
A SINGLE MEMBER OF THE a 
GODHEAD 


JESUS CHRIST is: 
"The way, the truth and the life" (John 14:6) 


."The faithful witness, firstborn from the dead and prince..." (Rev. 1:5) 
."The first and the last and the living one'(Rev. 1:17, Isa. 44:6) JC is no. 2 for Mr. H! 


Pw wWN 


is to come''(Rev. 1:8) 'The All Mighty !t\7 i eG. 
"by the blood of Jesus... through His flesh...a high priest over" (Heb, 10:19-21) 


5 
6. "of Christ..to the Lord...from the Lord'(Eph. 6:6-8) 


-J 


. HOLY SPIRIT:"though the Spirit, ...according to the Spirit. .. by the Spirit (I Cor. 


œœ 


. FATHER:One God and Father... above. ., through, ,, in"{(Eph. 4:6) =- 
9. HOLY SPIRIT: Wind, tongues like fire, uttrance (Acts 2:1-4) 


GOD.... LORD, ... SPIRIT (II Cor. 3:17;Eph. 4:4-6;Ps. 100:3;11 Sam 


ea | 22:32) 


DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN JESUS AS MAN AND JESUS AS ‘GOD: 


. JESUS CHRIST:''The Alpha and the Omega, HE who is and HE who was and HE who © 
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ALL THINGS ARE OF GOD | 
cand BY JESUS CHRIST (I Cor. 8:6) 


THEREFORE: JESUS CHRIST IS GOD THE FATHER. 
Heb. 2:10- "by whom are all things''= GOD THE FATHER. 
ROMANS 11:36: "Because of Him and by Him, unto Him are all things." 


(compare Romans 11:34, 35 with Isa. 40: 9-13 wine identifies subject of T1:36 as 
Je sus) { i ne er ee Ko tley oe Bapa whe Ae la ba ne, “even, ght AG 1 


ER g i af 57 re į 
(ba i, ei t ane BE Soca ahat Jesue t 


aeua a z ; 





GOD THE FATHER is the only true GOD. (John 17:3, 11) l 


JESUS is God (Isa. 9:6, etc. ) 
THEREFORE JESUS is the only true God and GOD THE FATHER! 


HMMA re eee $ 


JESUS CHRIST IS GOD THE FATHER 
, Å ta- 
1.In creation. (Col. 1:17; ma 44; 24;Mal. 2:10) 
2.In begetting (Isa. 53:10)i ister ia 
3. In providing. (Heb. 4:15, 16:4 John 4:6:35, Phil 4:13;Col. 2:10) 
4,In protection. (I Peter 5:4;Phil. 1:19) 
5.In authority. (Col. 2:9, 10;Heb. 12:9, Rev. 3:18) 


6.In name. (Isa. 9: 6) 


7.In plain sight. (John 14:8, 9315:24, cf. 8:19;16:3) 
LET OPPONENT FIND aes FATHER OUTSIDE OF JESUS! 


WHAT IS LEFT FOR ANOTHER FA THER TO DO???HE SHOULD BE REPORTED 
TO SPCC!!! 





oo JESUS CHRIST IS THE HOLY GHOST 

i 1.In name. (I Con 3:17;Eph. 4:4;Acts 9:5;Phil 1:19;Acts 16: 7;Phil. 1:19;Rom. 8:9; 
| I Peter 1:11;John 14:6, 26) 

2. In teaching. Matt. 10:20;Lk. 12:11;Lk. 21:15; John 14:26(Pet. 1:3;1 John 2:27) 

3.In inspiration. I Peter.1:11;(II Peter 1:21) John 20:2}. 


4,In coming. John 14:18, 20, 21, 28 (Col. 1:27) iets RE RE an ian fat za) 


5, In leading.and guiding. John 16:2(Eph. 4:21;1 Peter 2:25) 





We tra 0 reer in det beste 


JESUS CHRIST is the blessed and ONLY potentate/(I Tim. 6:15;Rev. 17:14, Eph. 4:5) 


ISAIAH 44:6 BESIDES JESUS there is no GOD! 


Col. 2:9 "In Him (Christ) dwells all the SUM TOTAL of Deity bodily." 


(Bauer's Lexicon on p. 678 translates "pleroma" as Sym total) 


X In Ps. 40:5 Jesus as man addressed God the Father and said, "NONE can compare 
unto you. '' and thus.refuted the theory of 2 other co-equal persons! 


X 


(Ge Avie ne ba Can Ca ie SS 


ASA, 45:21:"'Am I (emphatic "I" show reference is to persons) not Jehovah and 
there is no God excet ME(persons stressed)....v. 221 (emphatic Iagain) am God 
and there is none else..!' 


In Romans 14:10, 11 Paul quotes Isa. 45:23 as proof we are going to come 


before fudgment seat of Christ. 


SOPOT OM PWN 


Romans 14:10-"we must all appear at the judgment seat of Christ. aie i 
Romans 14:11-''Because it is written...every knee shall bow to ME...."' 


Hence, theme’ in Isa. 45:21-23 is JESUS. Jesus is God and there is none else! 


SUMMARY OF ARGUMENTS 


. Heb, 1:3 Jesus Christ is photograph of Godhead. 
. Isa. 9:6 Jesus Christ is God the Father (Mal. 2:10) 
. Deut, 32:39 "I, even I am HE and there is no God with me. "'(vss40-43 &Rev. 19) 
.Ps.110-Father defeats nations, Jesus does it alone, by himself. 
. Mark 12:32 "God is one person and there is not andher except him." _ 
. Joel 2:27-Jesus poured out Holy Ghost (Acts 2:33) and said "I am God and none else", 
. Isa. 37:16 One person on one ark is called ''God alone, ' | 
_ Deut, 4:35 ''Lord is God and none beside Him!'! (Eph. 4:5, Acts 9:5) 

-All things by Christ (I Cor. 8:6) thus He is God the Father (Heb. 2:10) (Rom. 11:36) 
10. Father is only true God(John 17:3) Jesus is God(Isa. 9:6) thus He is only true Father. 
l1. One person, the Father(Mal. 2:10), created alone, by Himself (Isa. 44:24). Jesus(Col. 1: 


12. We are complete in one person. No need for another. (Gol. 2:10) (Phil. 4:13) 17) 


(Heb. 4:15, 16;John 4;6:35) 


13, Father is one who chastens (Heb. 12:9. Jesus chastens everyone (Rev, 3:18) 
a4 Jesus told people they had seen the Father. (John 14:9, 19; 15:24) This could not mean 


ores 


that they understood or knew about the Father. (John 8:19;16:3) The saw Jesus only. 


15; Lord is that Spirit (II Cor. 3:17;Eph. 4:5;Acts 9:5) 


16. Holy Spirit is Spirit of Truth. (John 14:26;) Jesus is TRUTH. (v. 6) HG is Jesus'Spirit. 


17. Holy Spirit was to teach us all things in NT church. (John 14:26;15:26;16:7) 


Jesus taught us all things(II Pet. ] :.1-3;1 John 2:27, 28). Spirit is JESUS or didn't 


18. Father is to keep church(John17:11) Jesus kept church(IPet. 2:25)teach. 

19, Jesus is blessed and ONLY potentate (I Tim. 6:16, 17) (Rev. 17:11) 

20.SUM TOTAL of Deity dwells in Christ. (Col. 2:9) 

2l. No other person can compare to God the Father(Ps, 40:5) 

22, Isa 45:21-23 "I am God and there is none else" Jesus is speaker (Rom. 14:10, 11) 
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' GODHEAD- The nature, substance, or essence of Sode 


Mr, Ferguson's Unanswered Godhead Affirmative of June 12, 1972 
i ‘ 
Proposition affirmed: 


THERE IS ONE PERSON IN THE GODHEAD;NAMELY, JESUS CHRIST. 


Definitions: 


PERSON-A self existent, rational, selfconscious being. A self existent being who can 
use "I" with meaning. 


JESUS CHRIST: The Father (Isa. 9:6;Mal. 2:10), the Son (Matt. 1:20: Lu. 1:35) and 
the Holy Ghost (II Cor. 3:17;Eph. 4:4;Acts 9:5). 


by FATHER I mean that Jesus Christ sustains every relationship to us a Father 
usually sustains to his children making another person called "father" un- 
necessary and superfluous. (Col. 2:10) 

by SON I mean that Jesus Christ was also a COMPLETE mawn body, soul and 
spirit(human spirit). 

by HOLY GHOST I mean the power of Christ, the hand of Christ (Matt. 12:28; 
Luke 11:20);the means by which He does whatever He does. "Spirit! i 

i also often used. Simply as a title of God in a general sense (John 4: 24) 





WHY WERE ALL OF THE THINGS IN THIS AFFIRMATIVE LEFT UNANSWERED??? 
A rN 


*Was it because opponent lacked debating experience and didn't know what he was 
supposed to be doing? NO!Opponent is one of the most seasoned, skilled deb- 
ators in his movement. 


*Was it because he did not have sufficient time? NO! 2/3(8out of 12 pages) of his 
final speech, his last opportunity to reply, was spent in affirming his defunct 
proposition from the night before! 


*Was he taken by surprise with new and-different arguments? NO! This affirmative 
was in print and tapes were being sold since June of 1969. Mr. H. was given a 
written notice of this over a year and a half before the 1972 debate. 


*Was it because opponent is unfamiliar with the Sc riptures and lacks training in the 
Bible? NO, Opponent was schooled in one of his movement's best colleges. Hig 
study of the subject is indicated by previous debates on topics. 


OR was it because there are NO ANSWER TO THESE THINGS AVAILABLE ANYWHERI 
z through any means and thus all opponent could do under circumstances was to. 
. slip over to another proposition. 


| WILL THIS AFFIRMATIVE GO UNANSWERED ANOTHER YEAR??? 


Opponent has had three years now to study arguments and consult with his 
~ brethren. THUS if opponent cannot answer hese things thën neither 
can anyone else as he is in a better position to do it than any other 





wt 


UNANSWERED AFFIRMATIVE, page 2 


ARGUMENT #1. (see pp. 38, 39 in HF Debate) 
HEBREWS 1:3 says that Jesus is the '"PHOTOGRAPH OF THE GODHEAD", 
Since He is one person, so is the Godhead. 


Supporting evidence: The word translated "person" in KJV is hypostasis . Bauer 
and Thayer both translate this "essence, nature or substance," Both of us are in 
agreement that essence or substance is the GODHEAD, (HF Deb.,p. 1) 

Word translated "express image’! in KJV is from charasso which means to 
cut or engrave and was used to describe imprinted images and pictures on coins. 
It's modern counterpart would be photograph Bauer translates Heb. 1:3 "exact 


_ representation of His nature. ", p. 884) 


Opponent says there is three in there. Photograph only shows ONE. The pho- 
to always shows ONE whenever God is seen. (Num 12:8;Ez. 1:26-28) Any picture of 
God or vision of God showing more than one is an idol. 





Opponent's Reply (p. 50) Ferguson's Counter (p. 59) 
Subject changed. Go to v. 8. "Thy throne 1. Heb, 1:8 could also be translated "God 
O, God..." | is your throne" hence hum. -div natures 
2. Implied in passing verse should read 2. "hypostasis" did not have the meaning 

"person," 7 "person in NT times. It obtained that 
meaning much later. 
3:'No man hath seenGod"' to literally . see 3. The word for "see" in John 1:18 is 
Him. (St. John 1:18) "horao' which also means "to per- 
ceive''. "blepo'' is the word the 


Greeks have for literally seeing & 

is not found in John 1:18.I Tim 6:16 
Says no man can can see Jesus, but he was obviously literally 
seen according to his flesh. 


OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF HIS REPLY: 


Does not exist. None made or attempted! He rather spent time when this should 
have been done in affirmative of previous night's topic! (8 out of 12 pages, 2/3 of 
his opportunity to reply). Audience is invited to check this. Check and see if this 
is dealt with tonight. Write in this year's try in blank space below: 


niera 


ARGUMENT NO. 2:(see p. 39 HFD) 


JESUS IS THE.EVERLASTING FATHER (Isa. 9:6) 


THERE IS ONLY ONE FATHER (Mal. 2:10) 





Opponent's Reply (pp. 44, 50) . Ferguson's Defence (pp. 54, 55) 


Admitted both were true and went into affirm- 
ative. Later more comments were made: (p. 44) 






















l. Jesus is a father because someone else gave 
Him children. (Heb, 2:13 "I and the childre 
which God gave me." 


ing to Christ but to ISAIAH, 


proof: 
@) In context (vss 11-13) Hebrew writer is 
quoting a series of verses to show Chris 
as man is our BROTHER not our FATHER. v. 11 "He is not ashamed to call 
them BRETHREN." 
B Phrases such as "and again" show Heb, writer is marshalling Scripture 
verses in support of what he says in v.11. Hence, v.13 is in support of Chris 
being a brother and not a Father., "And again"! is a quotation formula in Heb. 
© Heb. 2:13 is a direct quotation from Isa. 8:17, 18. 
@) Context of Isaiah adds that the children were given to confirm and illustré 
his ministry. 8:1§ adds ''for signs and wonders", 
In Isaiah, chapters 7 to 9 we find Isaiah's children given symbolic names 
referring to what Isa. preached. cf. Shear yashub-remnant will return. 
Isa. 7:14;9:6 says Messiah was also one of the children given to Isaiah. 
Thus because of the Messiah's birth as a child and a son to the Jews he 
would be ''BRETHREN'' with: Isaiah's children. | 
This would fit the demands of Heb. 2:11 that Heb. 2:13 was a verse proving 
Christ was BRETHREN with us. (Brethren in OT sense. ) 





2. He is a Father but He also has a Father. 2®@scing a Father doesn't mean you 
— can't have a father UNLESS,there's 

only ONE Father! (Mal. 2:10)Oppon. 

has two fathers in contrast to his own 

statement (p. 44)and Mal. 2:10. He is a 

Father as God and is Son as man™“lf some 

one else is our Father's father, then this 

person would be our GRANDFATHER! 


3. Jesus on earth said "Your Father in 3.a. Father is i every- 
heaven. "( Matt. 23:9) where at once. 
b. Hence, almost all of the Fathe 
was in heaven. A very minute frac 
ti on of his vast omnipresence was ol 
earth. (Jer. 23:23;Isa. 66:1) 


c.Isa.66:1 "earth is my footstool! 


A Wanna ft wrmaiila ha nwannax frx 


l. The "I" in Heb. 2:13 is not refer- 








ARGUMENT NO. 2 (CONT. ) 


Jesus as man to designate the place where most of : 
God was, heaven. God being in heaven and earth both si 
did not make Him 2 persons. 


e€. Matt. 23:9 is death to opponent's position. "ONE is 

your Father", 

f. Opponent's position demands TWO fathers or it 
collapses. 


OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF HIS REPLIES 
ee ee 


l. Defense of his view of Heb. 2:1 3: 
a. Ferguson's view of this is "rich", | | 
b. Portions of Hebrews 2:12 and 13 quoted without comment. a 
c. Isaiah 8:18 is a Divine commentary on Hebrews 2:13 but no proof as to what . 
commentary said. which was favorable to his view. 
d. Re peated parts of 2:13 three times and stated that Mr. F. was taking a iting: 
and a bruising! 


speech spent affirming previous night's topic!) 


2. Defense against Malachi 2:10. 
a. Malachi 2:11 says it's a contrast with idols. He did not say HOW or even 
READ Malachi 2:11. Reading it, of course, would have answered it. 
b. Let's go to Eph. 3:9. God created by Jesus Christ. Verse 9 was quoted but 
Mr. F's treatment of word ''through", "by" on slide no. 7 was not dealt with 
at any time during the debate. 


(Items la, lb, Ic, 1d, le, lf, 1g, lh all ignored, not even mentioned, yet 2/3 of final 
i 


c, Ignored 


3. Mr. H. replied to items 3a, 3b, 3c, 3d, 3e by ignoring them and quoting Matt. 23:9 
3 or 4 times more. 


(A total of 14 points ignored completely, YET 2/3 of time could be devoted 
to another proposition! This year's attempts can be noted in ma rgins and 
on bottom of this sheet if there are any. ) 





ARGUMENT #3Xpp. 40, 44) 


IN DEUTERQNOMY 32:39 JESUS SAID, "I, EVEN I, AM HE AND THERE 
IS NO GOD (ELOHIM) WITH ME. © 


Proof JESUS said it: 





Vss 40-43 and context of Deut. 32 in general identify the speaker of Deut. 
32:39 as the one with the sword in Rev. 19:11-22 who is Jesus, one person! 
v. 42 ''sword'!! . 
v.43 identified with NT end time age by Rom. 14:10, Heb. and Rev. 






It would be impossible for Jesus to say this if there are two other persons 
who are also God with Him so that each one is 1/3 of God. 


Mr. H. cannot say , "I am the gospel preacher and there is no gospel preach- 
er with me tonight, '' 


Opponent's reply (p. 45) (p 50) : 


l. Refused to answer regarding specific 
identity of speaker in Dt. 32:39 (p. 45) : 

2. Admitted he could not say, ''There is no gospel preacher with 
me tonight, '' (p. 45) 

3, Deut. 32:12, 37 shows this is a contrast between, 

idols and God. 














An idol is a block of wood. 
It would be foolish to say, "There 
are no blocks of wood up here with 
me, th 
X Gb) Saying "no blocks of wood up 
here would violate context (e. g. v. 38). 
Speaker is refuting this belief. that there 


were God beside the speaker anit’. whd¢: shared Deity with Him; . 

An idol is an incorrect representation of God{such 

as 2 father doctrine). Context shows these are Babylonian 

idols (context of Dt. 32 refers to Bab. exile. )Opponent has gone 
into exile and gotten some idols and thus Dt. 32:12,17, 39 fits him. 


OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF REPLIES 


None at all! Silence, prolonged silence. Deut. 32:39 never again mentioned by him in 
the debate! The 2 and 1/2 line "reply" was surrendered. given up without a fight. 
F's defense went uncontested, totally without opposition of any kind! YET opponent 
could spend 2/ 3 of his opportunity to defend 2 and 1/2 line reply in affirming the 
proposition of the night before. Fill in this year's try below: 


Ferguson's Counter ( p, 58) 


were other rational self conscilgiis beings(petsons) wh 


ARGUMENT NO. 4 (pp. 40, 41). 


GOD THE FATHER is the one who defeats the nations (enemies) for Jesus 


as man. (Ps. i110:1-7)(Ps. 110:7 proves contrast is to human nature not divine > 


persons. ) 


The one who does the defeating is one specific person on one horse. 
He does it alone. By His own arm (Isa. 63:5) He wondered that there 
was none to uphold(Isa. 63:5) there was none to help. (v. 5) 


Opponent's doctrine required two Divine persons defeating dations; He uses Ps, 

110:1 to show persons in Godhead. 

Opponent's doctrine requires a person other than Jesus. promising to defeat the 
nations who never shows up, This is someone sitting on the right hand of Christ (! ?) 


(Ps. 110:5) 


Opponent's reply (p. 50, 51) Ferguson's Counter (pp, 58-60) 


l. Stated he believed father showed up but no l. Rev. 19:11 One horse, one rider, 
evidence offered or explanation given(p. 46) no side saddle. 

2. Isa. 63:5 means that He got no help from people 2, Isa, 63:5 says nothing at all 
not persons in the Godhead. about people. 


3, "drinking" indicates humanity. 

As God He does not drink, Hence the only distinc - 

tions in Ps. are human-divine nature. 

4. Answer to Rev. 19 is I Car. 15:27, 28 4,1 Cor. 15:26-28 is a reference to 
human and divine natures. Isa. 9:7;Luke 
1:33;(H's interpretation of Heb. 1:8)lTim. 

1:17 teach that I Cor. 15:26ff,. cannot, refer to 

Jesus. as. God. 


3, I cannot explain Ps. 110:7(p. 46) 


l 
| 
| 
| 
| 


? 


5.Acts 17:31:God made Jesus Christ judge. 5, Acts 17:31 refers to Jesus as man.. 


Proof: (Acts 17:31 itself) and John 5:27 
Judgement commited to Christ because he is 
the Son of man. (Son of man in Aramaic means 
‘Human being. '') 





6. Rev. 3:21, two on throne proven by 6. Rev. 3:21 answered on site #3 on 
“with'', previous night!'Jesus as man is with 
Jesus as God{II Cor. 5:19)!! 
7. Speaking in Ps. 110 proves persons in 7. Speaking proveSJesus as man had a 


Godhead. ` brain, a human center of consciousness, 
OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF HIS REPLIES 


NONE AT ALL! Ps. 110 never again mentioned in final speech! Almost 10 defensive 
arguments left unchallenged. Why was all this ignored when he had final speech and 
it would have been simple to cover all this with no reply possible by Mr. F? 


4: Ferguson made ign of my theory about I Cor. 15:26-28 but it's so anyway. (p.70) 
6. Rev. 3:21 repeated as is from last speech. 
Items 1, 2,3,4,7 ignored in favor of affirming previous night's obligation. 





ARGUMENT NO.5 (p.42) 


MARK 12:32 says, "GOD IS ONE PERSON AND THERE IS NONE OTHER BUT 


HE. ii 
proof: 


l. The Greek text of Mark 12:32 says, !'!God is one'"'. Not ''one God'"'as KJV. 
2.''One'' here means one person because it is masculine in gender and not 
neuter. A, T, Robertson says when "one" is masculine, it refers to one 

person. 

3. Mark 12:32 is my proposition word for word. 

4, Jesus had a great opportunity here as in John 14:9 to correct error and 
present opponent's view of Godhead, yet He did not do so. 

5. Scribe did not give a "prudent" answer in Mark 12:32 if opponent is right. 


(see v. 3¢ 
Opponent's Reply(pp. 45, 51 Ferguson's Counter (p.56 
Y\PP g 


l. Scribe was not referring to persons but to 1. Deityship is a quality, something ab- 
deityship. stract. Mark 12:32 is speaking about 
persons. PROOF; 
a)Mark 12:30,''And you shall love the 
Lord your God with all your heart... '! 
b) One" in Mark 12:32 could not be im- 
personal deityship because "one" is masculine. 


2. Admitted text should read ''God is one"! 2. Jesus is Son of God but this is a rel- 
in Jas. 2:19(p.51)but stated that Devil ationship between flesh and Spirit. 
also believes Jesus is Son of God 

3.Gen 11 says the "people is one", Paul and 3.a."One'' is neuter in these verses not 
Apollos are one. (I Cor. 3:8) f masculine as in Mk. 12:32. 


b. "One" in the sense of "a unity' violate 
the context of Mk. 12:30. God is due all our 
devotion because he is mathmatically one persc 

not because persons in Trinity are unified and get alon 
c. One person cannot possibly get all ou) 
devotion in opponent's doctrine. Each gets 1/3. 
d. Believing all persons in Godhead are 
f unified would not make Devil tremble. (Jas 2:19)but 
belief in a mathmatically one God would. 

e. "Compound one" idea is refuted by 

the words "none other but He" in Mk. 12:32, 
4, Mark 12:36 is quoted from | 


Ps.110:1 4,See under argument 4. 
5. F's argument on genders would put 2 5.a. When "one" is neuter you decide 
persons in John 10:30 where one is from the context which meaning of "one! 
ae neuter, Í applies, 


b. Context of John 10:30- 
John 10:28, 29:SHEEP IN FATHER'S HAND. 
7 SHEEP IN SON'S HAND 
thereforé:Father & Sons One: person. Sheep can't be 2 
places at one time. 








ARGUMENT 5 (cont. ) | 


(If 5 pennies are in Mr. H's hand they can't also | 
at the very same time be in a separate person's hand) i 


c. Context of John 17:22 shows "one" is not 
"person" but refers to unity of wills of human and 
Divine natures, | 
6. Gal. 1:1, 3 says "Christ and God." — 6, "and" argument answered on slides 2(1a) | 
and 3 the previous night. | | 


OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF HIS REPLIES (pp. 67, 68) 4 


1, Deut. 4:35 gives a statement similar to Mark 12:32. Deut. 4:28 mentions idols. 
Therefore Mark. 12:32 is referring to Deity. Counter la and 1b left undefended, 
unopposed and ignored. 

2, Topic ignored(Jas. 2:19) Ey i 

3.Repeated compound "one" argument "People is one", etc, ignored counters 7a, 3b, 
3c, 3d, 3e yet spent 2/3 of speech on previous night's topic! 





| 
| 


4. Ps. 110:1 left unanswered. 


5. John 10:30 Argument on gender ignored. Argument from context ignored. Subject 
changed , stated that 3 pennies would be a good illustration of relationship bet- 
ween deity and persons. John 17:22 ignored. (as far as context concerned. ) 


OVER TEN DEFENSIVE ARGUMENTS IGNORED!!!!1! 


ARGUMENT 6 (p. 42) 


* JESUS CHRIST POURED OUT THE HOLY GHOST (Acts 2:33) 
THE ONE WHO POURED OUT THE HOLY GHOST SAID, 
"IAM GOD AND THERE IS NONE ELSE." (Joel 2:27) 


This would be an offense if there were two others. who were God. C-an opponent 
stand up and say, ''I am gospel preacher and there is none else?''Can opponent says, 
\ "My brother, Father and I are three distinct persons but we are not three Hafleys, 

\ we are not three men." 


Opponent's Replies (p. 46, 52) Ferguson's Counter (pp. 9, 59) | 
l.a. John 14:26 and 15:26 proves 2 persons la. Verses could also show one person 
poured out Holy Ghost. did it. Advance counter to Acts 13, 
b. Pouring shows two.Sending shows 2. b. two but not two persons. Ezek 2:9; 


Ps 107:20 on chart 7, pp. 9, 16, 
2a. Did not say what one who poured out Spirit 
said when asked to do so, (Joel 2:27)p. 46. 
Declined to challenge Jesus was speaker there. 
Made no reply to reaction of other persons or whether he could make a similar statement 





pees, 


el 


“Sane 


ARGUMENT 6 (cont. ) 
OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF HIS REPLIES’ 


1. Usual counter to John 1426 and 15:26 was abandoned. F's reply to this that H. 
was confused about Greek terms for dismiss and send in this verse ignored i 
favor of a new illustrations. Failed to show that John 14:26 and 15:26 couldvbe 
referring to one person. 





2.No material on Joel 2:27 mentioned in final speech. 


ARGUMENT 7 (p. 42) OPPONENT'S REPLY (p. 52) 
ISA, 37:16 (v. 20) 


1, Hezekiah prayed to one who dwelt be- 1, Ignored 
tween the Cherubim. 


2. This was one person manifested by One 2. "Lev, doesn't say one person will sit 
cloud, (Lv. 16:2, cloud, sing. ) on mercy seat. One Lord will, Yes, 


amen, ''(p. 52) 


3. This person was called God alone aad 3. Verse 19 is the answer. It's a compar. 
Jehovel alone. ison to idols {for counter see Arg. 3) 
4. If opponent were right, Hezekiah should 
haye said, 'O Jehovahs.... .. you guys are 4, Bypaseed: 


ARGUMENT 8: (p. 43) 
Deut. 4:35, 39 'THE LORD HE IS GOD AND THERE IS NONE ELSE BESIDE HIM. 


"THE LORD HE IS.GOD IN HEAVEN ABOVE AND IN ane EARTH 


| 
| 
j 
Godalone, "! i , 
] 
i 
BENEATH AND THERE IS NONE ELSE, !! 


Eph.4:5 ONE LORD ACTS 9:5 LORD SAID, "I AM JESUS. " 


THEREFORE: JESUS IS GOD AND THERE IS NONE ELSE BESIDE HIM. 


Opponent says, "Jesus and God. ‘There is one else, ''(the Holy Ghost) 


(p.523) OPPONENT'S REPLY n FERGUSON'S REPLY 
l. Using Paul's information in Acts 9:5 and l. Why are you always doing it then? 


Eph. 4:5 to identify subject of Dt. 4:35 as 
_ Jesus is adding to the word.I do not like 
to add to the word. 


2. Dt. 4:28 is the answer. It's a comparison 2. For counter see Arg. 3. 
between one deity of one God and idols. 


3. Comments on Jesus being Lord: : 3; 
a. Ps. 110:1 quoted : a, See Axg. 4, 


“A RUUMENT 8 (cont. ) 
A rege 


a 


re 


3b. Ps..2:6, 7 quoted "Thou arġ¢ my Son, '! 
3c, One deityship but God made him Lord 
and Christ (Acts 2;36) but admitted Jesus 


was Lord when Dt 4:35 was written. 


%3d. Phill. 2:6 Father and Son are equal, 


e. John 1:1" Word with God'!! 


f. John 17:5 glory I had with thee before 
world was. 


(p. 57) 


3b. The word "Son" shows beginning., 
and thus indicates flesh. (p. 31) 
3c. As man Jesus ceased to be Lord, 
but as God he was still Lord on 
earth(Phil 2:6;Luke 2:10)(John 13) | 
"made" can mean "establish" (B py ot, 


*3d. "equal with Godt! Should be trans- 


lated “equivalent to Divinity" and cannot 
refer to another person because "equal"! 
is neut. plural and ‘God’ does not have the 
article. ('the'), 


3e. Job. 12:13 with Him are wisdom 


and power."'(p, 33) 


3f. The flesh of Christ was God before 
the incarnation and as such had 
glory with the rest of God beyond 
the 11 cubic feet which became 
incarnate. 


OPPONENT'S DEFENSE OF HIS REPLIES 


1. No demonstration Paul's material not valid in interpreting Dt. 4:35, 


2. No counter in arg. no. 3 to reply to "idol" argument. 


3. No defense of Ps. 110 material, 


3b. No reply to "Son" argument (p. 31) 


3c. No reply to Lk. 2 or John 13 or possible meaning of Greek word "made", nor was 


3d. No reply to arguments on Phil 2:6, Subject changed to Phill, 2:9, 


3e, No reply to John 12:13 or mention of it. 


3f. No reply to counter to John 17:5, 


ee ete in ns fla og, 
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